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SUMMARY
In 1960, the Upper Cumberland Area's population was 90%rural but only 36% farm. The only urban centers in 1960
were Cookeville, Crossville, Livingston, and Sparta. These centers
comprised just over 10% of the total population.
Agricultural development has not occurred on a wide scale
in the Upper Cumberland Area. Only 32% of the non-Federal and
nonurban land in the Upper Cumberland Area is suitable for normal
cultivation of crops, and an additional 9% is suitable for only oc-
casional cultivation. Corresponding United States figures are 44%
and 12%. The lack of adequate agricultural land severely limits
the production of crops requiring intensive cultivation. Much of
the cultivable land is in small isolated tracts or on rough terrain
which cannot be farmed efficiently with modern machinery.
Because of limited productive land in the Area, a significant
number of farmers have not been able to compete successfully in
the production of most agricultural products. During 1950-65, a
larger proportion of Upper Cumberland Area farmers, farms, and
farmland were withdrawn from agriculture than in the rest of
the United States. All of this decline was in farms with sales
less than $2,500. In the 1950 decade, Area agricultural employ-
ment declined about 14,000.
Many Upper Cumberland Area farm operators control too few
resources to produce an income comparable to that of farm oper-
ators in the rest of the United States. Furthermore, from 1950
to 1965, the income gap has widened. In 1950, average sales per
farm were $3,225 less in the Upper Cumberland Area than in the
United States. By 1964, the difference was $8,284.
MANY FARM OPERATORS, unable to earn enough income
from farming for an adequate level of living for their families,
have turned to nonfarm employment. About the same proportion
of farmers in the Upper Cumberland Area work off their farms
100 days or more per year, and have incomes from nonfarm sources
exceeding the value of farm products sold, as farmers in the rest
of the United States. In 1964, the average nonfarm income re-
ported was $3,286 per farm household for the Upper Cumberland
Area and $3,923 per farm household for the United States.
Educational attainment is below that for the rest of the United
States. In 1964, only 17.8% of the Upper Cumberland Area's popu-
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lation in farm-operator households 25 years old and over had
finished high school, and only 3.3% of this age group had com-
pleted 4 years of college. Corresponding figures for the United
States are 28.4 jI, and 4.8%.
In 1964, there were 773 commercial farms in the Upper
Cumberland Area having yearly gross sales of $10,000 or more.
This group comprised 8% of all commercial farms in the Area
compared to 40% in the United States. In 1950, this group com-
prised only 1% of all Upper Cumberland Area commercial farms.
In 1964, there were 4,275 Upper Cumberland Area farms in
the $2,500-$9,999 income category. Of these, 1,352 (930 more
than in 1950) had yearly gross sales of $5,000 to $9,999, and 2,923
(1,211 more than in 1950) had yearly gross sales of $2,500 to
$4,999.
AGRICULTURE IN THE AREA is based more on livestock
than on cash crop production. In 1964, the value of livestock and
livestock products totaled over $27 million, representing 59% of
the total value of all farm products sold, and was over $11 million
greater than the value of livestock and livestock products sold in
1950.
The possibility of expanding production of livestock in the
Upper Cumberland Area varies with the livestock enterprise. While
most major livestock enterprises may expand in local areas, beef
production seems to have the best possibilities of Areawide ex-
pansion. Substantial increases in numbers of beef cows from 1950
to 1964 and corresponding decreases in numbers of other forage-
consuming livestock indicate a definite trend toward expanded
beef production.
Crop production in the Upper Cumberland Area is adapted
to livestock production. Forage crops are important in all parts
of the Area. There was a significant shift from grain to forage
production from 1950 to 1965.
The technological and economic pressures that have forced
workers out of agriculture in the past are expected to continue.
Productivity per farm worker is expected to increase as farm
machinery is made more efficient and other technological inno-
vations are adopted. United States agricultural employment will
decline an estimated 1.9% per year between 1960 and 1975. Due
to continued competition from other agricultural areas, the pres-
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sures for shifts of workers out of agriculture in the Upper Cumber-
land Area will probably be at least as great as the United States
average.
EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES were lacking in some non-
agricultural industries in the Upper Cumberland Area during the
1950 decade. In addition to the nearly 14,000 workers who left
agriculture, there was a decline in the relative importance of the
mining industry as a source of employment. Net employment de-
clines also occurred in furniture, lumber, and wood products, and
textile mill products manufacturing groups. In the service indus-
tries, employment in the public utilities group declined. Net em-
ployment gains in all manufacturing, trades and serviees, and
construction amounted to about 13,000, but was not enough to
prevent a net decrease of nearly 1,300 in total area employment.
No large urban center exists in the Upper Cumberland Area.
This undoubtedly is an important reason why more substantial
manufacturing industries have not located in the Area. Reeent
data indicate, however, that regional manufacturing activity in-
creased relatively more in the smaller urban and rural areas than
in the large urban centers. Yet, the increase was slight.
Past nonfarm employment trends in the Upper Cumberland
Area and projected nonfarm employment levels for the United
States provide some indication of the major industry groups which
are most likely to provide the greatest employment opportunities
for qualified workers.
EMPLOYMENT GAINS oceurred in manufacturing, trades
and services, and construction in the 1950 decade. Employment
gains probably will continue in these industries. The major in-
crease in total employment is expected to be in the service-produc-
ing industries. Between 1960 and 1975, service employment for
the United States is expected to increase 44%. Future gains are
expected in output of the mining industries but not in employment
because of increased mechanization.
The effect of laek of job opportunities on population growth
rates, outmigration, unemployment, and ineome is quite pronounced
in the Upper Cumberland Area. In the 1950 decade, the population
decreased 9.3J'v compared with the national increase of 18.5%.
Each county in the Area had a greater net outmigration of
population from 1950 to 1960 than its actual loss of population.
From the Area, a net total of nearly 46,000 persons migrated dur-
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ing this decade, while the total population decreased nearly 20,000.
The natural increase in population was not enough to counteract
this loss and add to the 1950 population. This migration resulted
in a decline in the number of people in the 18 to 64 age group.
Lack of job opportunities in the Upper Cumberland Area re-
::lulted in increases in unemployment in the 1950 decade despite
the heavy outmigration. In 1960, the rate of unemployment-
5.9% of the civilian labor force-was 0.8% higher than the na-
tional average. Three counties, Fentress, Morgan, and Scott, had
unemployment rates exceeding 8% in 1960.
Income levels in the Upper Cumberland Area not only are
below national averages, but are also below those of Tennessee.
In 1960, median family income for the Upper Cumberland Area
was $2,259 compared with $3,949 for Tennessee and $5,560 for the
United States.
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An Economic Survey
Of the Upper Cumberland Area
With Special Reference
To Agriculture
by
M. B. Badenhop*
INTRODUCTION
The purpose of this study is to examine data about importanttrends in the Upper Cumberland Area economy. Special at-
tention is given to agricultural problems and opportunities, and
emphasis is placed on employment trends in all sectors of the
area economy.
In recent years, technological innovations have influenced
strong structural changes in agriculture in the United States, as
reflected in the change from subsistence to commercial-type farm-
ing. The lack of suitable land resources for agricultural production
in much of the Upper Cumberland Area has prevented many
farmers from adopting the innovations necessary to make this tran-
sition. This inability to change from subsistence to commercial
production has adversely affected the competitive position of much
of the Upper Cumberland Area's agriculture.
Opportunities are limited in the Area's agricultural sector,
but agriculture is an important part of the Area's economy. There-
fore, it is important to examine the types of current agricultural
adjustments and to indicate the problems and opportunities in this
sector.
Since agriculture will remain a decreasing employment in-
dustry for the next decade or more, an examination of the trends
in employment in other sectors of the Upper Cumberland Area's
economy was made. If the labor released from agriculture and
other basic industries is to be employed in the Area and surround-
ing metropolitan centers, the greatest opportunity for employment
is expected in industries where trends indicate growth in employ-
ment.
>I< Professor of Agricultural Economics.
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In exammmg the direction and magnitude of changes that
occurred in the Upper Cumberland Area's agriculture and other
major industrie:; between 1950, 1960, and 1965, comparisons are
made between the Upper Cumberland Area, Tenneqsee, Appalachia,
and the United State3.' The comparisons are made to present
the Upper Cumberland Area's relative economic position. Since
the Upper Cumberland Area is a region of considerable contrast,
county data comparisons are also made.
Comparisons between areas, as well as over time, required that
the county data be comparable. Data in various U. S. Department
of Commerce, Bureau of Census publications met this requirement
best. Therefore, with only an occasional exception, the data in
this report were obtained from Bureau of Census publications."
THE STUDY AREA
The Upper Cumberland Area, as defined for this report, isthe same area as Di'1trict IV of the University of Tennessee
Agricultural Extension Service. It com;ists of 15 counties: Cannon,
Clay, Cumberland, De Kalb, Fentress, Jackson, Macon, Morgan,
Overton, Pickett, Putnam, Scott, Smith, Trousdale, and White. All
but two of these counties-Cannon and Trousdale-are designated
as part of the Appalachian Region. And these two counties have
characteristics similar to the other counties of the Upper Cumber-
land Area.
11965 Census data for selected varl:1bles used in t.he I~5n and 19GOcomparison~ for Appalachi:J
:lnd the Unitf'rl States W(Te' not. av::!.ilahle at thp time this report was prepared. The Appn~
lachian Region, as defined :i.n this report, was delineated by the l','psirlent's Appalachhm
Regional Commission in .July, l~(j;~. The Region includes 323 countif'i" in Alabama. Georgia.
Maryland, North Carolina. Pennsylvania. Tennessee, Virginia. and West Virginia. Sum~
mari7,f'(l data for the Appalachian Region 11seo in this report wert~ inken from Agricultural
Economics Report No. 69 puhlishf'd hy the Eronomic R('sE'arch RE'rvicf', (T. S. Department of
Agricu ltuTe.
2Whenpvcr appropriate. use was mane cf statistics reported by the TennesseE' Crop Reporting
Servicf' and b~' thp Bureau of Busine~s Res,=,arch, University of Tennessee. See: 1) Tennessee.
Department of Agriculture. Tennessee Agricultural Statistics, Tennessee Crop Reporting Service.
Annual Summary, 1!H15,and 2) Corry. Ormond C. and Price. Patricia Ann, Comparative Eco-
nomi •.. Growth Measures-Population and Personal Income Estimates for Tennessee Counties.
1950 Through 1962. BurC'all of Bmdnf'ss and E('()nomic Research, UnivE'I'sity of Tennessee.
Knoxville, M"y. 1%4.
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UPPER CUMBERLAND AREA AGRICULTURAL
PROBLEMS AND POTENTIALS3
Farm Population Changes
In recent decades, a large segment of Tenne3see's population hasshifted from rural to urban residence (5)" Between 1950 and
1960, for example, the percentage of rural residents in Tennessee
dropped from 56% to 48%, while the percentage of urban residents
increased from 44% to 52%. In the Appalachian Region, a similar
but slower trend developed. In the Upper Cumberland Area, the
only urban centers in 1960 were Crossville, Livingston, Cookeville,
and Sparta. These centers comprised just over 10% of the total
population. The percentage of rural residents declined from 957r
to 90% from 1950 to 1960 (Table 1 ; all tables are in the appendix).
Although numerically the Upper Cumberland Area's total
rural population decreased only slightly in 1950-59, its rural farm
population declined sharply. This reduction characterized change
in the composition of the population in the Upper Cumberland
Area, as well as in Tennessee, Appalachia, and the United States.
The percentage decrease in the farm population was larger in
Appalachia (57%) than the decrease in the Upper Cumberland
Area (46%) ; however, it was larger in the Upper Cumberland
Area than it was in Tennessee (42 %) and the United States
(43%) (Table 2).
The farm population decrease is largely the result of two
factors. The first, and most important, is the technological ad-
vances in agricultural production which have increased the produc-
tivity per worker. Fewer people are needed to produce the Nation's
food and fiber requirements than in previous years. The tech-
nological revolution has caused a larger proportion of Appalachian
and Upper Cumberland Area farmers to leave agriculture than in
other regions. This trend is attributed to the lack of suitable
land resources for agriculture in much of these two areas. Many
farmers of these two regions have not been able to compete in
producing and marketing farm products with farmers in other
farming areas of the United States and later moved from the
3See The Appalachian Region's Agriculture: Its Prohlems and Potentials for Development.
prepared. by thp Presid:::nt's Appalachian Hegional Commission. 1\)64. Also. see Campbell.
.John C., The Southern Highlander and His Homestead. Russf'll Sage' Fonndation, New York,
1921. Campbell conoueted the first comprehensive sun-ey of Appa~achian fn'ohlems and oppor-
tunities. His survey included 210 counties in Mnryland, West Virginia. Kpntllcky, Virginia.
Tennessee, North Carolina. South Carolina. Gf'orgi~. and Alabama.
4Rolcifac(' numherR in parent.heRh~ rf'ff'r t.o ih>mR in T,itpraturf' Cited. p. ::\6.
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farm or took off-farm employment. The second factor causing a
reduction in the farm population is a change in the Census defi-
nition of a farm. This change eliminated from the Census count
many of the smaller farms of Appalachia and the Upper Cumber-
land Area.
While the farm population decreased, the rural nonfarm popu-
lation increased appreciably. In the Upper Cumberland Area, non-
farm growth (417r) was larger than that for Tennessee (36%),
Appalachia (28%), and the United States (30% ). Many of the
new rural nonfarm residents in the Upper Cumberland Area did
not actually change residence. For the most part, the classification
change was the result of either farmers changing occupations or
definitional change. Generally, rural nonfarm families depend upon
non agricultural income for their livelihood. However, many of
these families produce significant quantities of food for their own
use and enjoy other low cost-of-living advantages enjoyed by farm
families.
Upper Cumberland Area Agricultural Prablems
Lack of Suitable Land Resources
The major obstacle to the development of agriculture in the
Upper Cumberland Area is the critical lack of land adapted to
mechanized farming. The roughness of most of the uplands re-
stricts their use for row crop production. Some areas are suitable
for pasture production. Pasture crops usually do not require regu-
lar cultivation, and the climatic conditions favor their growth.
Some of the mountain plateau and rolling lands contain some up-
land suitable for regular row crop production.
The lack of land suitable for mechanized cultivation is shown
in data on land capability. Data on land capability and limitation
in land use for agricultural purposes applicable to the Upper
Cumberland Area were derived from the Conservation Needs In-
ventory (12) and Tennessee Soil and Water Conservation Need!'
Inventory (10). These data were developed from information on
sample area plots for soil, slope, erosion, and other land conditions
as of 1958 and were expanded to entire counties.
The land capability scheme used by the Conservation Needs
Inventory committee placeR all the land included in the inventory
acreage into 8 capability classeR." The limitation in suitable land
STnventory acreagoe incluc1e~ all land except: ]) Land owned by the Federal Government other
than cropland oJwj'aL'd under ]ea:~eor permit, 2\ urban and built-up areas, and ~) water areafol
of less than 40 acrc~ in size anci streams less than one-eighth of a mile wide. Large water
areas and strpams are not ineluderl in the total land area.
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uses for agricultural purposes becomes progressively greater from
Class I to Class VIII." Land in the first 3 classes is imitable for
regular cultivation and has few limitations that restrict its use.
Land in Class IV is suitable for only occasional cultivation. Land
in Classes V through VIII is generally unsuitable for cultivation.
Therefore, most of the land suitable for cultivation falls in Classes
I through III. Class IV land is only marginal cropland.
The distribution of inventory acreage by land capability classes
is shown in Table 3. The percentage of land in Classes I through
III (that best suited for cultivation) is lower in the Upper Cumber-
land Area than in Tennessee or the United States and about the
same as for Appalachia. In the Upper Cumberland Area, only 320/,
of the inventory acreage is in Class I through III, compared with
45 '/r, in Tennessee and 44% in the United States. An additional
9'/r of the acreage in the Upper Cumberland Area is Class IV
(marginal cropland), compared with 16(;1" in Tennessee, 14'1" in
Appalachia, and 12'/r in the United States.
Intra-area comparison of the difltribution of inventory acreage
by capability classes shows that the ratio of Classes I-III land to
total acreage is highest in Macon, Putnam, Fentress, and Cannon
counties, and lowest in Pickett, Jackson, Scott, and Clay counties.
The lack of Classes I-III land and the marginal cropland of
Class IV severely limits production of crops requiring intensive
cultivation in the Upper Cumberland Area. Of the total inventory
acreage, 41% is in these land capability classes. Although some
wide valleys and large moderate slopes are found in this Area,
much of the cultivable land is in small, isolated tracts which can-
not be farmed efficiently with modern machinery. The steepness
and roughness of the terrain surrounding many of these smooth
tracts prohibit their combination into larger tracts. Thus, much
land which might be physically suitable for eultivation is not ann
cannot be economically cultivated.
The topography has impeded development of large farms,
which are characteristic of the relatively more prosperous farming
areas of the United States. In 1959, the average size Upper Cumber-
land Area farm contained only 97 acres, compared with 102 acres
6The inventory acreage is not comparable to land in farms. The grouping of soils into capa·
hility classes was done on the basis of their capability to produce common cultivated crops and
pasture plantF;, without detericration over a long perioo. and not on how the land w~s ;l('fuHll:\'
llsed. F:H'mlanrl. as well HS nonfarm hmo. W<lS inchHlf'o in this dassifiC':lt,inn.
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for Tennessee, 106 acres for Appalachia, and 302 acres for the
United States. In 1964, the average size farm in the Upper Cumber-
land Area was 113 acres; for Tennessee, 114 acres; and for the
United States, 352 acres (15). Although large acreages are not
essential for success in some types of farming (specialty crop and
poultry farms are examples), gross farm income tends to increase
with size of farm. Efficiency in managerial operations and appli-
cation of mechanized power and other new technology also tend
to rise as gross income increases. Operators of small farms often
cannot efficiently use new technological advances.
Total farm acreage in the Upper Cumberland Area decreased
~ 'It during the 1950 decade. In the same period, total farm acreage
in Appalachia decreased much more-22;1v. Total farm acreage
decreased 9 '/u in Tennessee and 3;1v nationally (Table 4). From
1959 to 1964, total farm acreage continued its downward trend in
the Upper Cumberland Area, declining 2% during this period.
Many Appalachian farmers, including those of the Upper Cumber-
land Area, have retired their land from agricultural production be-
cause they have been unable to compete successfully in agricultural
production. Farm numbers declined by 4,294 farms, or 15%, in
the Upper Cumberland Area from 1950 to 1954. From 1954 to
1959, farm numbers declined by 4,345 farms, or 18~/'; however,
35'!< of this decrease, or 1,540 farms, was due to the 1959 change
in the Census definition of a farm. Farm numbers declined 141<
more from 1959 to 1964 (Table 5).
Topography limits harvested cropland acreage in the Upper
Cumberland Area more than total farm acreage. The general rough-
ness of the land surface has resulted in a relatively small acreage
of harvested crops (15% of the total farm land in 1964), which
are produced largely without the advantage of advanced mechanical
equipment and power (Table 6).
There is considerable variation in the harvested cropland as a
proportion of the total farmland among counties of the Upper
Cumberland Area. The relationship between harvested cropland
and total farmland chiefly follows the same pattern as the relation-
ship between land capability Classes I-III acreage and total in-
ventory acreage. For example, in Pickett, Jackson, Scott, and Clay
counties, the proportion of total inventory acreage in land capa-
bility Classes I-III is relatively low, ranging from 24% in Clay
County to 20';' in Pickett County (Table 3). Similarly, the pro-
portion of farmland from which crops were harvested in 1964
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ranged from 8% in Scott County to 18 j{ and 15fA, respedively, in
Pickett and Clay counties (Table 6).
The shortage of suitable agricultural land resources in the
Upper Cumberland Area counties and the problems of mechani-
zation and expansion in farm size associated with this shortage is
reflected in the change in farm numbers and agricultural employ-
ment.' The trend established in the United States over the last
decade has been a sharp reduction in farm numbers and employ-
ment. Similar trends have developed in the Upper Cumberland
and Appalachia; however, changes in agricultural employment
have been proportionally greater (Tables 5 and 7).
Control of Insufficient Resources
Most farm operators in the Upper Cumberland Area control
insufficient resources to produce an income comparable to that of
farm operators in other sections of Tennessee and the United
States. For example, Upper Cumberland Area farm operators have
less capital invested in land and buildings than farm operators in
Tennessee or the United States. In 1964, the average value of land
and buildings for all Upper Cumberland Area farms was $14,245,
compared with $21,088 for Tennessee and $51,394 for the United
States. In 1959, the latest census period for which data are avail-
able, the value of investment in land and buildings for commercial
farms in the Upper Cumberland Area ($11,323) was 25% greater
than for all farms in the Area but much lower than the values
reported for Tennessee and the United States (Table 8)."
7According to one LOmpUl'itiun. there arc more farm~ in some counties uf the UlJlJer Cumoer-
berland Area than people employed ill agriculture in the A rea. The number of farm:-i was
taken from the U. S. Cen:5U8 of Agriculture and the number of v:::,uple employed in agriculture
[J'om the U. S. Census of Population. hi the Census of Pupuiatioll. the uecupatiOiI of a
workef was dett'l'mined by the number uf hours worked 1Jt:'r' week at a particular juL. if
the worker worked at two or more jobs, the job at which he worked the gI"l'atesl uUlIILei" uf
houn; during th", weE,ok of the interview determined iht:' L'CCU[HJ.tional category in which he
was placed. Since a third of the UplJL'1' Cumberland Art:'a farmers wurk off their farm:::> IOU
days or mure per year, many w~uld bl' listed as nunagricultural wurkers. Due to the :::>rnalJ
lJroportion of the civilian labur forel.' employt:'d in forl.'stl'Y and fishet'ies. wurker,; ill thest:'
industries were included with agricultural workers.
81n the 1950 and 1959 agricultural cenBuse~. farm') were classified Ull thL' ba:::ds uf gruss farm
sales as commercial and other farms. In both census~s. cummETdal farms wt'rt:' divided into t:i
t:'conomic classed. In 1959. class intervals were different frum those used in 195U. In 1950, all
farms with a value of sales of $1.200 or mure were classified as commercial. Farms with sales
of $250 to $1,199 were also clas,:;ified as commercial, provided the farm operatur worktd off
the farm less than 100 days per year, and provided other income the farm family received
was less than the value of farm products sold. In 195H. all farms with gross salt.'s of $2,50u
ur more were commercial. In addition, farms with sales of $50 to $2,499 wert:' classified a~
commercial if the operator WR8 under 65 years of age, did not work off the fat'm 100 day~
or more per year, and other income was less than the farm sales. In both censuses, the above
restrictions apply only to Class VI farms. In 1964, the same classification was used a:::>for 195~.
Operators of farms in Classes I through V would work off-farm more than 100 days, ancJ
other income the- family receivp.d could exceed the value of farm products sold
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Between 1950 and 1959, the average value of investment in
land and buildings per farm decreased in the Upper Cumberland
Area relative to Tennessee and the United States. In 1950, the
average value of land and buildings for all farms in the Area was
73';~ and 32% of the average value invested in Tennessee and the
United States, respectively. In 1959, the average value had de-
creased to 67% and 24%, respectively. Between 1959 and 1964,
there was little change in their relative positions; the average
value of land and buildings for all farms in the Area was 68% of
the average value invested in Tennessee and 28% in the United
States. A similar relationship existed between the average value
of land and buildings per commercial farm in the Upper Cumber-
land Area, Tennessee, and the United States.
Farm income received from farm products sold in the Upper
Cumberland Area is low. Furthermore, the Upper Cumberland
Area farm income gap is widening. In 1964, the average value of
all farm products sold in the Area was only $2,869 per farm. Al-
though the total value of farm products sold in the Upper Cumber-
land Area increased 57.9% from 1950 to 1959 and 11.5% from
1959 to 1964, a greater disparity existed in sales per farm between
the Upper Cumberland Area and Tennessee and the United States
in 1959 than in 1950, and again in 1964 compared with 1959. In
1950, average sales per farm were $3,225 less in the Upper Cumber-
land Area than in the United States, and $509 less in the Upper
Cumberland Area than in Tennessee. By 1964, the difference be-
tween average sales per farm in the Upper Cumberland Area and
the United States, and the Upper Cumberland Area and Tennessee
was $8,284 and $1,072, respectively (Table 9).
During the 1950-1964 period, some counties of the Upper
Cumberland Area experienced considerably greater increases in
total farm sales than others. This is particularly true for Scott,
Fentress, and Cumberland counties. From 1950 to 1964, Scott
County experienced gains in total farm sale, from $289,000 to
$2,209,000; Fentress County from $721,000 to $4,470,000; and
Cumberland County from $1,118,000 to $2,843,000. These large in-
creases, occurring at the same time farm numbers were decreas-
ing, increased the average value of farm sales per farm in Scott
County from only $217 in 1950 to $5,351 in 1964. Likewise, in
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Cumberland County farm sales per farm ranged from $583 in 1950
to $2,895 in 1964 (Table 9).9
As a result of low farm income, a substantial number of
Upper Cumberland Area farm operators are unable to provide their
families with a level of living comparable to that enjoyed by other
farm families in the United States. Level of living indexes pre-
pared by Cowhig (4) reveal that the average farm operator level
of living index for the Upper Cumberland Area in 1950 and 1959
was 25 and 65, respectively. Only two counties-Trousdale and
Smith-had indexes for 1959 higher than the average for Ten-
nessee, and none of the counties approached the national average
(Table 10).
Another measure of living levels of Upper Cumberland farm
families is the condition of housing. For every 100 Upper Cumber-
land Area rural farm housing units, 33 are deteriorating, that is,
they are in need of major repair; and 11 are in such dilapidated
condition they endanger the safety and health of the occupants.
Corresponding figures for Tennessee are 29'/u deteriorating and
9;;0 dilapidated; and for the United States, 23,/<,and 71'0 (l and 7).
Data on plumbing facilities provide further evidence of the
condition of the Upper Cumberland Area farm housing. Over two-
thirds of the Upper Cumberland Area's farmhouses lack complete
plumbing facilities, compared with just over a third for the United
States (1).
Many farm operators, unable to earn an income from farming
that will provide an adequate level of living for their families, have
turned to nonfarm employment as a means to supplement their
income. The percentage of farmers in the Upper Cumberland Area
working off-farm 100 days or more per year increased from 24~/~
in 1950 to 30% in 1959 and 33'10 in 1964 (Table 11). These per-
centages were almost the same as those for the United States.
9Fol' the H)50 Cell:O>U::Ouf Agrit:ultun'J vl,u:es (If ;) UJ· mure m:res were euullLd a~ farm::; if tilt'
annual value of agricultural products, wh('ther for home use ul' for sale but exelusive of home·
gar-deu products, amounted to $150 ur more. Places of Ies:::! ihau ;{ aen:'s wt'l'I.; coUll ted a;,
fm"m::; unly if the annual sales of agricultural products amounted to $15U or more. A few
plal'es with very lu\\/ agl'kultural prouuctiuH because of unusnal circumstances, sueb as crop
failure. were also counted as farms if they normally could have been expected tu Hied thl~
minimum value or sales criteria.
l<'ur the I~J5\:l alld lU64 Cen:,;u~ uf Agrkulture. Cl'Il~U~; fal'm~ CUlllV l"i::;e place::; Ull which
agricultuntl 0peratiuns were cunducted at any time llnder the control 01' supervisiOll uf (JIle
lJel'~ull. a val"tnership ur a manager. Place~ uf le~~ than 10 acres were counted as farms if
the estimated sales uf agricultural pl'ududs for the yell'" amounted, ut' lIunnally wuuld amount
to at least $250. Places of 10 or more acres were counted as farms if th<:' t'stimatui sales uf
agricultural lJl'ududs fur the year amountell to at least $50.
From Hl54 to l\:J5~J, farm numue:·s ill the UVVl:'l' Cumberland Area declincd by 4,:145 farm~,
Ul' HV!o. Thirty-five vel'cent (;f this deerease, or 1,540 farms, was dUl' to the 1959 change ill
the Census definition of a farm.
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The proportion of all farm familie,; having income greater
than the value of farm products ,;old wail greater than the pro-
portion of farmer,; working off-farm 100 days or more per year.
Thi,; wail true for the Upper Cumberlano Area, a,; well a,; for
Tenne,;,;ee ann the United Stateg.
Commercial farm operator,; ann their families do not engage
in nonfarm work to the ,;ame extent a,; noncommercial farm fami-
lies. However, many commercial farm operator,; in the Upper
Cumberland Area work off their farms. The percentage of Upper
Cumberlano Area commercial farm operator,; working off their
farms 100 day,; or more increa,;ed from 6'7< to 11 '7r from 1950
to 1959. Furthermore, the percentage having incomes from other
,;ources greater than farm ,;ale,; increa,;ed from approximately 8,/;
to 13'7< .10 Cnmparable data in the 1964 Agricultural Cen,;u,; were
not reporteo.
For the fir,;t time ,;ince the Cen,;u,; of Agriculture began, there
wail an attempt in the 1964 Cem\n to determine how much farm
family income came from nonfarm source,;. Eighty-,;ix percent of
the Upper Cumberland Area falmer,; received nonfarm income
compared with 83'7< of all Tenne,,,ee farmer,; and 81 % of United
States farmers. The average nonfarm income reported wail $3,286
per farm hou::,ehold for the Upper Cumberland Area, $3,421 for
Tennessee, and $3,923 per farm household for the United State,;.
Thug, income from all nonfarm source" was 200/1greater for United
States farmer,; than for the Upper Cumberland Area farmer,;
(Table 12). A breakdown of thi,; income by source for the Upper
Cumberland Area farmer,; ,;howerl the following: 58'7< of the farm
hou,;ehold,; reported $2,876 average income from wages and ,;ala-
des; 10'7<) of the farm household,; reported $3,431 average income
from nonfarm busines,; or profe,sional practice; 307r of the farm
hou,;ehold,; received $984 average payments from social security,
pen,;ion,;, and welfare; and 19') of the farm households reported
$583 average income from rent,;, intere,;t,;, and dividends.
Deficiencies in Education
Deficiencies in educational program,; in the Upper Cumberland
Area have limited the opportunitie,; of the farm population. In
leThe ~!t'nup of eomnH'rcial [firm opf'rator:o-; having C'xtremely low incomes is not included in
TablE' 11. Thi" g-nl~lp opel'utf'd Class VI fClrm". Acconlir.g to the census definition of Class
VI farms, tr.e operator cnulr) not \vork off-farm :1R much as 100 days per year, and other
income he and his family reecivcr"! could not exceed the value of farm sales. Therefore. for
1ft50, all commercial farms with gross sales of If'sS than $l,?OO were excluded from the data
in Tnhl(' 11. anr1 for 1:1;')9, those fflrms with gn)~" <:lllf's of If'sS than $2.1)00 wpre f'xcludpd.
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1964, for every 100 persons over 25 years of age in the United
States in farm-operator households, 6 have failed to finish 5 years
of school. In the Upper Cumberland Area, that figure rises to 15-
146% higher than that of the United States. None of the counties
approaches the national average.
Only 18 out of every 100 Upper Cumberland Area persons
over 25 years old in farm-operated households finished high school,
contrasted to almost 25 persons of similar age in Tennessee and
over 28 persons in the United States. In this respect, only two
counties in the Area reach Tennessee's average; and no counties
reach the national average (Table 13).
The Area also fails to turn out its share of college graduates
among persons in the farm-operated households. Only 3.3% of
the persons 25 years old and over in this group had completed 4
years of college as of 1964. This compares with 3.6% for TennesRee
and 4.8% for the United States.
Upper Cumberland Area Agricultural Potentials
The potential for commercial agriculture in the Upper Cumber-
land Area is limited primarily because of its topography. During
recent decades, the Upper Cumberland Area's competitive position
in the production and marketing of most agricultural products
has declined relative to other regions. For farm operators in the
Upper Cumberland Area to compete successfully with those in
other farming areas, they must obtain greater efficiencies in
production and increase their output and saleR. They must gain
control of adequate land and capital resources and accelerate the
adoption of known technological innovations, eRpecially improved
managerial techniques.
Since Upper Cumberland Area farms are relatively small,
many must be combined into economic units. A major obstacle to
this needed change, however, is the lack of agricultural land in
units large enough to be feasibly combined. Only 32% of the total
agricultural land in the Area is suitable for normal cultivation of
crops-Class I-III; another 9'j{, is suitable for only occasional culti-
vation-Class IV (Table 3). The lack of cultivable land is most
evident in Clay, Jackson, Pickett, and Scott counties where less
than one-fourth of the agricultural land is Ruitable for normal
cultivation.
There are, however, other obstacles to farm consolidation, even
if suitable land were available. ConRolidation involves the move-
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ment of people, which is a slow process. The average age of all
farm operators in the Upper Cumberland Area in 1964 is approxi-
mately 53 years (15). People at this age level are reluctant to
sell their land and homes to move to other areas. In addition,
when land is placed on the market, it is often priced so high that
a farmer cannot justify its purchase for agricultural use. Where
land prices are lower, land capability is also lower. This is not to
imply that no farm consolidation will occur in the Upper Cumber-
land Area. Some consolidation will occur even in areas where
suitable land is scarce.
Since it is unlikely that farm consolidation will occur on an
appreciable scale in most sections of the Upper Cumberland Area,
the farm operators who will most likely be able to compete suc-
cessfully in commercial agricultural production are those who
presently control adequate land resources. Adjustments on these
farms in the form of greater capital investments, use of improved
productive practices, and better management will help increase
farm income.
Most of those farm operators who have been able to adjust
to the changes in agriculture in the late 1950's and early 1960's
probably will be able to do so in future years. Basically, farmers
who as a group were able to adjust, have been operators of com-
mercial farms with gross sales of $2,500 or more per year, and
especially those with farm sales greater than $10,000 per year.
In 1964, there were 773 commercial farms in the Upper
Cumberland Area having yearly gross sales of $10,000 or more.
Operators of these farms control sufficient land and capital re-
sources to produce relatively large outputs of agricultural products.
Although this group of farms comprised only 8 (Ir of all commercial
farms in the Area, compared with 40'lr in the United States,
there was a large proportional increase in their numbers from
1950 to 1964 (see footnote 9). In 1950, this group comprised only
1 of all Upper Cumberland Area commercial farms (Table 14).
Farm operators with yearly gross farm sales of $2,500 to
$9,999 usually control fewer land and capital resources than oper-
ators in the $10,000 a year group. However, many farmers in this
income group should be able to continue to compete successfully
in the production of agricultural products with the resources they
now control and are able to acquire. Further, the increase in
farms in this income category indicates that some farmers have
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been able to expand their operations and increase their incomes.
In 1964, there were 4,275 Upper Cumberland Area farms in this
category. Of these, 1,352 (930 more than in 1950) had yearly
gross sales of $5,000 to $9,999 and 2,923 (1,211 more than in 19fiO)
hao yearly gross sales of $2,500 to $4,999 (Table 14).
In general, the farms having gross sales of $2,500 or more
per year, especially those with farm sales greater than $10,000
per year, constitute the major part of the agricultural potential
in the Upper Cumberland Area. Most of these farmers must in-
crease their output and sale of farm products to continue to com-
pete successfully, however. For some, this will require increased
farm acreage. For others, external expansion is neither possible
nor feasible. Farmers in this latter group will have to expand
production greatly on the present farm unit if they are to compete.
This will require increased use of fertilizer, lime, improved varie-
ties of crops, improveo livestock. ann higher levels of manage-
ment.
The commercial farmers having yearly gross farm sales of
less than $2,500 have limited resources for producing agricultural
products. The large decrease in numbers in this group-from
11,387 in 1950 to 4,462 in 1964-indicates that most of these
farmers have been unable to compete successfully in agriculture. 11
Therefore, as a group, they present very little potential for future
agricultural production. In the Area, the average value per farm
of all farm products sold by this group of farmers was $920 in
1964. This group represented 47(,~ of the total number of com-
mercial farms in the Upper Cumberland Area but sold only 5?1r
of the agricultural products solo by commercial farmers.
The low-income commercial farmers have two alternatives to
increase their incomes. The first is to become more competitive
through farm enlargement ann increaseo agricultural prooudion.
llBetw€eTI 1950 and 1959, a lan~(~ n~lmbC'r of lJpPf'r Cumlwrl;lnd Area commercia] fa"m op-
erators having farm sales of less thnn $2,500 per year apparflntly left farming. AcconlinJ!
to census data, this group decrc2,seil by 6,~177. For thpse op{'ra1:ors to have remainul in a~rl-
('uItuTe in the Upper Cumberland A rea, as defined by thE' censm~, their status must haw'
ehanged so that thr'y would h:.ve been reclassified and plaecd in OTIC' of two f::lrm groups thai
experiencerl gains in farm numbers from 1950 to InS!). These two groups were commercial
farms with yearly fal'm sal?~ of $2,500 or more and part-time farms. Farm numbers in thesE"
groups increased 4.612 (Tablp 14). Assuming- that all this increase was comprispd of farmers
classified as having farm sales of less than $2,5(;0 in Hl5n, which is unlikely, this leavps
2,365 farm operators in this low income group unaccountC'o for in 19M1. The dpcn'asl' in the
number of commercial farmers with yearly farm sale~ of l('~'s than $2,500 was more rapid in
the ID50 to 1959 period than during thE' ln5f1 to l!l()~ pcriorl. lan.!(l]Y because of th:> :J.ccollnting
nrnhlflm mE'ntionE'o Hhovp.
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When one considers the relatively low rate of return realized by
even the best farmers, it seems doubtful that many of these low-
income farmers can accumulate enough capital to acquire the farm
resources necessary to move to higher income levels. Considering
the large deerease in the number of farms in this group from
1950 to 1964, and more particularly from 1950 to 1959, it appears
that only a limited number were able to make the transition. As-
suming that all the increase in the number of Upper Cumberland
Area farms having yearly gross sales of $2,500 or more came
from this group (see footnote 11), 1 of 3 moved into higher income
groups. A limited number of these farmers may be able to in-
<.:reasetheir incomes and levels of living on the units they now own
by producing with greater efficiency or by engaging in a specialty
enterprise which yields a high return and requires a low capital
investment.
The second alternative available to commercial farmer8 who8e
yearly farm sales are less than $2,500 is to supplement their low
farm income from part-time off-farm employment. This would
allow them to improve their level of living and retain their present
farms without increasing their investment in agricultural resources.
Many have only limited skills for off-farm work. In addition, the
lack of jobs in the Area further limits this alternative.
Noncommercial farms in the Upper Cumberland Area eonsist
of part-time farms'" and a group classified as other.!3 Although
the percentage of all farms represented by part-time farms is
large-26% in 1964 (Table 14)--the value of farm products sold
by this group comprised only a small proportion of the value of
all farm products sold in 1964. For example, in Cumberland County,
the part-time farmers comprised 41 'i of all farm operators, but
produced only 6 I,; of the value of all farm products sold. The
average value 80ld per farm was less than $500. Residential, part-
retirement, and abnormal farms comprised 18j, of the farms in
the Area. Additional income from nonfarm sources and agri-
eultul'al product8 produced for home consumption are essential to
maintain an adequate level of living for these noncommercial
farmers.
Position of Livestock in the Area
The value of livestock and livestock products sold by Upper
12Pad_time fal'nH'!":-', ~\...;defined Ly lIlt, 1~j(;4 C("nsu~; of Agl'il'ulttll'e, W~Te thus_' who sold les~
than ~'~.!)()O wo!,th of farm pl'(·tlueb pel' :'.'t':'\I', Wl't'l' less than G5-ycal's-oJd. and either worked
off-farm 100 days 01' more per year, or the ineome cal"ned from nonfarm sources by the farmer
and [lH_'mb(;l's of his housl'hold was V-T(.'atl'I' than th\.' valuE' of farm products sold.
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The cow-calf enterprise is the principal form of beef produc-
tion in the Upper Cumberland Area. Its continuing growth, how-
ever, depends on several factors: the amount of capital farmers
are willing to invest in the enterprise, increases in productivity
in livestock, hay and forage crops, and the national demand for
beef. The possibility for increasing production of livestock other
than beef appears to be more limited.
Dairy. Dairying is a declining source of farm income in the
Upper Cumberland Area. Dairy cow numbers declined 21% in the
Area from 1950 to 1959 and another 16% from 1959 to 1964 (Table
17). Macon County is the only county in the Area that had an
increase in dairy cow numbers in 1964 compared with 1950. Milk
production per cow in the Area is considerably below the national
average. For Tennessee, production per milk cow in 1966 was
5,800 pounds compared with 8,500 pounds for the United States
(9). Average production per milk cow in the Grade A dairy herds
in Tennessee in 1966 was about 8,000 pounds (9). In general,
there is a low density of dairy farms in the Area with production
becoming concentrated on fewer and larger farms. Partly re-
sponsible for this trend is the fact that the Upper Cumberland
Area has long been a deficit grain-producing area and producers
are faced with relatively high production and marketing costs.
Also, there was a net outmigration of the total population of nearly
22'7,-" or about a 10% population loss in the Area from 1950 to
1960 (5).
Poultry. Fentre88 and Scott countie8 are important in com-
mercial broiler production in the Upper Cumberland Area. Ex-
pansion of the enterprise in the Area has occurred since 1954,
particularly in Fentress, Scott, Cumberland, and Morgan counties
(Table 18). If present trends continue, the prospects for increased
broiler production appears favorable. Limiting factors are the
market for broilers, capital investment required to get started in
the enterprise, and limited processing and feed manufacturing
facilities in the Area. The efficiency of production in the Area,
relative to other broiler-producing areas, should permit producers
to make adjustments necessary to remain competitive.
Commercial egg production for the Upper Cumberland Area
i8 not an important enterprise. Egg production for the Area ac-
counted for only 5% of the total Tennessee egg production in 1964
and its relative position declined since 1954.
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Other Livestock. If present trends continue, it is likely that
production from other livestock enterprises in the Upper Cumber-
land Area will be limited. For example, hog production decreased
in every county during 1959-1964 (Table 19). The percentage
decline in the number of hogs in the Area was considerably greater
than the decline in the national average over the same time period.
High transportation costs increase the cost of grain and other
feedstuffs that must be shipped into the Area, thereby increasing
the cost of production relative to other major production regions.
Sheep production is only a minor livestock enterprise in the
Area with less than 17,000 ewes reported on farms in 1964. The
number of ewes on farms decreased more than 60 'Iv from 1959
to 1964 (Table 19).
Position of Crops in the Area
Because of topographic and climatic conditions in the Upper
Cumberland Area, forage crops necessarily occupy an important
place in the cropping system in all parts of the Area. During
1950-64, there was a significant shift from grain to forage pro-
duction (Table 20). This trend will probably continue as forage-
consuming livestock increase in importance in the Upper Cumber-
land Area.
Corn acreage was reduced from 156,000 acres to EO,OOOLJe-
tween 1959 and 1964. Acreage in sorghums and small grains,
not very important in terms of total acres of cropland, continued
its downward trend (Table 20). Soybean acreage, although small,
increased slightly during the period. Burley tobacco, a crup yield-
ing high returns per acre, was grown on 62 '1<, of the farms in
the Area in 1964 and comprised the main cash income on many
farms (15). Small acreages of tobacco will continue to be produced,
with total acreage depending upon acreage allotment and price
support programs.
Tree fruit enterprises are of HtLle importance as a source oJ
farm income in the Upper Cumberland Area. Vegetables for sale
(snap beans) comprised an important source of farm income in
Fentress and Cumberland counties. Acreage in snap beans in-
creased 89%, 3,906 to 7,391 acres, from 1959 to 1964 in these two
counties. Most of these producers are able to compete successfully
with producers in other regions. Nursery and greenhouse products
are of little importance as a source of farm income in the Area
except in De Kalb County.
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EMPLOYMENT TRENDS
IN MAJOR NONAGRICUlTURAL
ECONOMIC ACTIVITIES
Expanding nonfarm job opportunities and declining employ-:ment opportunities in the Upper Cumberland Area's agri-
culture have forced many workers to turn to nonagricultural activi-
ties in search of fuller employment and higher incomes. Between
1950 and 1960, a total of 13,764 workers dropped out of the agri-
cultural labor force (Tables 7 and 21). The technological and eco-
nomic pressures that have forced workers out of agriculture in
the past are expected to continue. Productivity of farm labor
is expected to increase as farm machinery is made more efficient
<lTIdother technological innovations are adapted. Therefore, be-
tween 1960 and 1975, United States agricultural employment
(farmers, farm managers, farm laborers, and foremen) is expected
to decline an estimated 28%, or an average of 1.9% per year (21,
p. 244). Due to the strong competitive conditions confronting the
Upper Cumberland Area farmers. the pressures for shifts of
workers out of agriculture in the Upper Cumberland Area will
probably be at least as great as the United States average.15
Employment trends of the Upper Cumberland Area's major
nonfarm economic activities are examined in this report. It is
assumed that the greatest opportunity for nonfarm employment
in the Upper Cumberland Area will be in industries where trends
indicate increases in emplo~rment.
Mining
Employment in mining in the Upper Cumberland Area is
indicated in Table 22. Less than 3% of the civilian labor force
was employed in this activity in 1960. The relative importance
of the industry as a source of employment declined during the
1950 decade.
15This oecurrencp raises a major q:H:stion. \\Till th('se displaced agricultural workers be ahlfl
to find jobs in othf·r ::;ectors of the Upper Cumbcrland Area and surrounrling economy, or
will thpy he> forced to migrate to labor markets outside of the Upper Cumberland Area ann
surrounding counti:'s, or will thpy be forced to join the unemployed? The answer will depend
npon the charact,'ristics of the displaced workers as well as thE' condition of thf' ('conomy insidp
:-Ind out:"ide thf> Upper Cumberlanr! Area. For examnle, nonfarm employment opportunities for
farm people will clepf'nd upon 1) the age, education, and training of di~placed persons; 2) his
ahility to acquire' additional training' ann n~\V skill:" to perform nonagricultUl'al work; 3) his
willingness to acquire additional training and to move to areas of employment; 4) the general
condit.ion of the economy outside the Uppel' Cumberland Area; 5) the demand situation for
products produced by industries in thp UP1H'r Cumberland Area; and 6) the employment
situation in indu::::triE's in the Upper Cumberlanrl ArE'a.
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Within the Area there is limited production of bituminous
coal in Scott, Morgan, Putnam, and Cumberland counties. With
the decline in the national demand for bituminous coal, these areas
are finding it increasingly difficult to compete successfully with
other coal producing regions. Limestone and building sand and
stone are the other important minerals mined. The limestone is
primarily in Cumberland and Putnam counties.
Construction
Construction, which includes erection, repair, and mainte-
nance of nonmobile structures, is an important economic activity
in the Upper Cumberland Area, Tennessee, and the United States.
Between 1950 and 1960, employment in construction remained
fairly constant in the Area, when measured as a percentage of the
civilian labor force. The same was true of Tennessee and the
United States. Direct employment in construction comprised be-
tween 6% and 7% of the civilian labor force in the Area in 1960
and provided jobs for over 4,200 workers (Table 23).
In addition to the direct employment provided by the con-
struction industry, its activities influence production and employ-
ment in industries manufacturing materials used in construction
as well as employment in such fields as finance, real estate,
insurance, design, and engineering.
Manufacturing
A common conception of the Upper Cumberland Area is that
it is predominantly an agricultural area. However, more workers
are employed in manufacturing than in agriculture and mining
combined.
Between 1950 and 1960, area employment in all manufactur-
ing industries increased nearly 7,900 or 89.2%. Area manufactur-
ing employment growth far surpassed the national rate of 19%
and Tennessee's rate of 33 o/r. This growth was substantial in the
face of declining employment in agriculture and mining. In 1960,
manufacturing employment comprised about the same proportion
of the civilian labor force in the Upper Cumberland Area (26.2% )
as in the United States (25.7%,) and as in Tennessee (24.7%)
(Table 24).
There was a considerable range in the manufacturing em-
ployment growth rates for county portions of the Upper Cumber-
land Area. The growth rate did not increase in Scott County dur-
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ing the 1950 decade. The growth rates for Morgan, Cumberland,
and Putnam counties were lower than the rates for the other
county areas. Manufacturing employment decreased slightly in
Scott County (-1.8 %), increased less in Morgan County (18.5%),
and more in Smith (528.47r)' than in any other county of the
Area.
Some counties are more industrialized than others. Jackson
County in 1960 was the least industrialized, with 17% of the labor
force employed in manufacturing. The next lowest were Smith
and Trousdale, where 197r of the labor force was so employed.
The highest proportion was in Fentress and Pickett, where over
~67r of the labor force was employed in manufacturing.
M\']nufacturin9 Employment by Industry Group
The distribution of area employment by manufacturing in-
dustry groups in 1950 and 1960 is presented in Table 25. The data
in Tables 26 and 27 show employment by each manufacturing
group for the Appalachian portion of Tennessee and for the
Appalachian Region.
The area employment growth rates from 1950 to 1960 for
the various industry groups ranged from nearly 42% for the
machinery-except electrical-group, to 1.600 o/r for the electrical
machinery group. These percentage growth figures, however,
mean very little since only 248 persons were employed in these
two industry groups in the Area in 1960. Two industry groups 1)
furniture, lumber, and wood products, and 2) textile mill products,
had absolute declines in employment during the 1950 decade.
In 1960, the apparel and other fabricated textile products
group'6 provided 52% of the total employment in the Area, or
more than all other industry groups combined. This industry
group also had the largest absolute increase in employment (6,985
persons) of any manufacturing group between 1950 and 1960.
The growth rate was also substantial, at slightly over 400%. This
industry group provided over 65 of the total employment in the
manufacturing industries in 6 of the 15 counties in the Area:
Cannon. De Kalb, Fentress, Overton, Pickett. and Smith. The
wage rate paid by apparel manufacturers is one of the manu-
facturing industry's lowest, averaging only $3,122 per employee
in 1960 (16, pp. 772-773).
16Included in this group are men's and boys' suits and coats; men's and boys' furnishings;
women's and mis~e~)' ()uterwec~r; women'::; undergarments; millinery; hats and caps; children's
outerwear; fur goods; miscellaneous apparel; and fabricated textiles' not elsewhere classified.
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The second largest employer-the furniture, lumber, and wood
products group-had a decline in employment of nearly 1,300
during the 1950 decade. The annual wage for this group is rela-
tively low, averaging only $3,851 in 1960 (16, pp. 772-773). This
group includes logging, sawing, the production of millwork and
prefabricated wood products, and the production of furniture and
fixtures for household and commercial uses. This industry group
provided the major source of employment for the civilian labor
force employed in manufacturing in Scott County (60%). More
than 25% of the labor force employed in manufacturing in Morgan,
Clay, Cumberland, and White counties were engaged in the furni-
ture, lumber, and wOOfIproiluets inilustries.
The remaining major groups-machinery, motor vehicles anil
other transportation equipment, food, textile mill products, print-
ing and publishing, and chemicals-·employed more workers in
1960 than in 1950. The large growth rates that occurred in some
of these industries in the Area was the result of only small or
moilerate additions to a very small employment base. Neverthe-
less, increases in the number of jobs in these industry groups.
however small, mean substantial gains in income, since their an-
nual wage rates are relatively high. In 1960, the annual wage
paid motor vehicle anil other transportation equipment employees
averaged $6,500, while the average for all machinery manufacture
and chemicals and allied products employees was $5,68~ anil
$6,105, respectively (16, pp. 772-773). These major industry groups
combined employed only 25<;; of the labor force engageil in manu-
facturing in the Area.
Tn general, manufacturing activity is clustered in and arounil
the larger urban centers, often referred to as industrial-complexes.
No large urban center exists in the Upper Cumberland Area. This
undoubtedly is an important reason why more substantial manu-
facturing industries have not located in the Area. Recent data
indicate, however, that regional manufacturing activity increased
relatively more in the smaller urban anil rural areas than in the
larger urban centers. Yet, the increase was Rlight (3. pp. 24-2!J).17
Trades and Services
Industries iliscussed in the preceding sections-agriculture,
mining, construction, anil manufacturing-are involved in the
17Employee data in the Census of Manufacturers, which reports on the basis of l()~ation of
the manufacturing plant, show that the largest relative ann absolute increase in enployment
between 1954 and 1958 occurred in counties whert~ population of the largest city wn~ less thnn
25,000. Tn the Upper Cumberlann .t\ rea, there was no city as IJ\,rgp as 21),000.
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production of physical products. In this section employment data
are pre,;ented which pertain to industries in which employees are
concerned with providing services rather than producing physical
goods.
Rising productivity in the goods-producing industries, com-
bined with an increasing demand for more services, has caused
a structural change in the demand for labor; that is, a shift from
the physical goods-producing industries to the trade and service
sectors. For the United States economy, the proportion of the
civilian labor force in trade and service industries increased from
51% in 1950 to 56% in 1960 (Table 28). Employment in all
trades and services in the Upper Cumberland Area increased
absolutely, as well as a propurtion of the labor force; the pro-
portional increase was about the same as the national average-
26'{ .
Employment in the trade and service industries cumprised
a smaller proportion of the civilian labor force in the Upper
Cumberland Area in 1950 (28%) and in 1960 (365i) than in the
United States. Nevertheless, the combined trade and service in-
dustries in the Upper Cumberland Area provide more employ-
ment than agriculture or the manufacturing industries.
Trade and Service Employment by Industry Group
The trade and service industries include a large number of
activities, of which the main categories are:
1) Public utilities (including rail, truck and air transpor-
tation, communication systems, and utilities and sanitary
systems)
2) Wholesale trade
:3) Retail trade
4) Finance, insurance, and real estate
5) Professional and related services (including services pro-
vided by hospitals, educational institutions, and nonprofit
urganiza tions)
6) Public administration (including postal service, and
Federal, State, and local public administration)
7) Other services (including business and repair services
and entertainment and recreation services)
8) Industry not reported (nonclassifiable establishments)
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The distribution of area employment by these major industry
groups in 1950 and 1960 is presented in Table 29. Employment
data by the same industry groups for the Appalachian portion of
Tennessee and for the Appalachian Region are presented in Tables
30 and 31.
During the 1950 de(;ade, employment inaeased in the Upper
Cumberland Area in all the major groups except the public utili-
ties group in which total employment declined about 7'10. Employ-
ment in trades and services is concentrated in the small towns
and trading centers in the Area.
Prospects for Nonfarm Employment Gains
Employment data show that employment dedined in some
nonagricultural industries in the Upper Cumberland Area as well
as in the agricultural sector during the 1950 decade. The data
show that nearly 14,000 workers were forced out of agriculture
and another 500 out of mining. Net employment declines also 0(;-
curred in some of the major manufacturing groups-notably,
furniture, lumber, wood products, and textile mill products-while
in services, employment in the publi(; utilities declined. On the
positive side, net employment gains in construction, all manufac-
turing, and in trades and services amounted to about 13,000. This
increase was not sufficient to prevent a net decrease of nearly
1,600 in total area employment. By contrast, there was a 15~
increase in employment nationally.
To estimate future nonfarm employment opportunities in the
Upper Cumberland Area, past nonfarm employment trends in the
Upper Cumberland Area and projected nonfarm employment levels
for the United States by major industry groups provide some
indication of the major industry groups most likely to provide the
greatest opportunity for nonfarm employment.
In the bituminous coal industry, future gains are expected in
output but not in employment. The demand for coal is expected
to increase appreciably in future years and may reach 940 million
tons by 1980 (20, p. 14). The industry, however, presents little
opportunity for employment above the present level, even in the
face of increasing demand for coal. Little if any gain is likely to
occur in the United States and the Upper Cumberland Area in
total mining employment by 1975 or 1980 (20, p. 18, and 20).
Manufacturing, trades and services, and construction were the
industry sectors in which employment gains occurred in the 1950
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det:ade. On the national level, employment gains will t:ontinue to
occur in these industries but at varying rates. United States manu-
facturing employment is expected to increase about 1.4% per year
between 1960 and 1975 (21). This projected increase is about one-
half of 1 'j" less than the actual United States manufacturing em-
ployment growth rate between 1950 and 1960. Based on this esti-
mate, manufacturing employment as a percentage of total employ-
ment will tend to decline.
By 1975, total United States employment in the t:onstrudion
field is expected to increase 52% above the 1960 level (21 and 22).
Since 1950, t:onstruction employment has remained at nearly a
wnstant proportion of total employment. This has been true of
the Upper Cumberland Area as well as in the Nation. Further-
more, based on the 1975 employment level, employment in construt:-
tion will in that year comprise nearly the same proportion of total
employment as in 1950.
The major int:rease in employment is expeded to be in the
service-producing industries. Between 1960 and 1975, service em-
ployment is expected to rise 44% (21). On an annual basis, this
gain is only slightly greater than the 1950 to 1960 average; how-
ever, as a proportion of total employment, service-producing em-
ployment is expected to increase.
The above projedions apply only to the total United States
et:onomy and no attempt is made to extrapolate these projections
to the Upper Cumberland Area. Based on past developments,
however, employment gains in the Upper Cumberland Area oc-
t:urred in the same major industry groups in which future gains
are expected on the national level. Whether the magnitude of
future employment changes in the Upper Cumberland Area will
be comparable to national changes will depend on the extent the
Upper Cumberland Area is able to share in additions to the na-
tional product.
EFFECTS OF ECONOMIC PROBLEMS
Population Changes
The effed of insufficient job opportunities on population
growth rates is quite pronounced in the Upper Cumberland Area.
In 1960, the Area had a total of 191,000 inhabitants. During the
preceding 10-year period, the total population of the Area de-
creased 9.3%. This large decrease is especially apparent when
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compared with changes in other areas. In Appalachia there was
a small increase in population, 1.5%, during the 1950-60 period.
In Tennessee, total population increased 8.4% during the decade,
which was considerably less than the national increase of 18.5%
(Table 32).
Population growth rates for the various counties of the Upper
Cumberland Area were by no means uniform. Only one county,
Cumberland, experienced a net gain in population (1.4%). On the
other hand, net population losses exceeded 10% in 9 of the 15
counties in the Area. Jackson County had a net population lus3
of 25.2'1c ; Overton County, 16.5';;.; and Clay County, 16.2'1,.
Outmigration
Most of the losses in population in the Area are due to out-
migration. Each county in the Area had a greater net outmigration
of population from 1950 to 1960 than its actual loss of population.
From the Area, a net total of nearly 46,000 persons migrated dur-
ing this decade, while the total population decreased about 20,000.
The natural increase in population was not enough to counteract
this loss and add to the 1950 population (Table 32).
Age Composition of the Population
During 1950-59, changes occurred in the age composition of
the population in the Upper Cumberland Area. The age group of
most productive workers, 18 to 64 years, declined in absolute terms
as did the younger group, less than 18 years. The older grOUIJ,
over 64 years, increased (Table 33).'" The declines in the less
than 18 years and 18 to 64 years not only reduced the size of the
existing labor force but also reduced the size of the potential labor
force.
Comparison of the proportion of the population in these age
groups gives an indication of the relative position of the Upper
Cumberland Area. Between 1950 and 1960, the proportion of the
population between 18 and 64 years remained the same in the Area
but decreased in Tennessee, Appalachia, and the United States.
The percentage for the Upper Cumberland Area was slightly less
than in Tennessee, Appalachia, or the United States. To illustrate,
52.3% of the population of the Area, 54.5% of the population of
Tennessee, 54.3% of that of Appalachia, and 55% of that of the
United States were in the 18 to 64 age group (Table 34).
18That part of the J,wlJulatioll ill the IH to 64 age gruul,J is wmally considered lJl'uductive.
whereas that part under l~ and over 64 is considered dependent.
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The Labor Force
Deficits in job opportunities had depressing effects on labor
force growth rates in the Upper Cumberland Area.'° In contrast
to the small increase of only 0.6% during the 1950's in the Upper
Cumberland Area and only 1.4 r;;; in Appalachia, the civilian labor
force in Tennessee increased slightly over 9% and in the United
States over 15% (Table 35). The slight increase in civilian labor
force in the Upper Cumberland Area is significant, however, when
one considers the decrease in population of over 9% in the Area
during the 1950 decade. The employment of women in the manu-
facturing of wearing apparel and other fabricated textile products
in relatively small textile plants established in the Area during
the 1950's is primarily responsible for the slight increase in the
civilian labor force.
Wide variation in the net change of the civilian labor force
from 1950 to 1960 in the counties of the Area is noted. Although
all the counties except Cumberland lost population during the
1950's, 8 of the 15 had net gains in the civilian labor force. The
rate of gain was the highest in Pickett County, 14.97<, and Putnam
County, 11.9 jI, . Net losio'esin the civilian labor force were highest
in Jackson County, 17.2(:;', and Morgan County, 13.2%.
Ratio of Civilian Labor Force to Civilian Population
The ratio of the civilian labor force to the civilian population
is one of the general measures of the economy. The higher the
ratio, the lower the proportion of the population that depends
upon the labor force for support. Per capita income is therefore
affected by the ratio.
Ratios of the civilian labor force to civilian population for
the Upper Cumberland Area, Tennessee, Appalachia, and the
United States for 1950 to 1960 are presented in Table 36. In
1950 and 1960, the ratios for the Area were smaller than for the
other areas for which comparisons were made. This situation is
similar to that which exists for age distribution (Table 33). The
increasing proportion of people in the oldest age category adversely
affects the proportion of the population in the civilian labor force.
Data in Table 36 show that the ratio of civilian labor force
to total population increased in the Area from 30% to 33% dur-
19The civilian labor force, as j(lentified by the Bureau of the Census. includes all personR
14-years-old and over, except mCmhE:TS of ihe Armed Forces, who are presently employed or
actively seeking employment. Persuns included in tpe civilian labor force who are not employed
but are actively seeking employment an' listf'd l'l~ unemployed.
ing the 1950 decade. The ratio increased in 13 and decreased
slightly in 2 of the counties in the Area. The 1960 ratio of the
civilian labor force to total population ranged from 25% in Scott
Count;;' to 40'/1 in Cannon County.
In 1960, one-fourth of the civilian labor force in the Upper
Cumberland Area were women compared to 30% for Appalachia,
32% for Tennessee, and 36;k) for the United States. During the
1950 decade, however, the number of women entering the labor
force in the Upper Cumberland Area increased 80% compared to
41% for Tennessee, and 36 ';~ for the United States (17). Despite
the large increase in the number of women entering the Upper
Cumberland Area's civilian labor force, the ratio of women to total
civilian labor force in 1960 remained below the ratio for the other
areas.
Unemployment
The deficiency of job opportunities in the Upper Cumberland
Area resulted in increases in unemployment in the 1950 decade
despite heavy outmigration. In 1960, the Upper Cumberland Area's
rate of unemployment, 5.9'1<) of the civilian labor force, was 0.8%
higher than the national average. Three counties in the Area,
Fentress, Morgan, and Scott, had unemployment rates exceeding
8% in 1960 (Table 37). Severe declines in employment in agri-
culture and lack of sufficient job opportunities in other industries
was largely responsible for these high rates.
These unemployment statistics show only the unemployed who
actively look for employment. Omitted from this category are
many who possess little in the way of training and skills, who
grew tired of looking for jobs that were not available, and finally
withdrew from the labor force. No precise estimate of the magni-
tude of this group is available. Another group not considered in
the unemployment category consists of those who are considered
underemployed. Many operators of small farms in the Upper
Cumberland Area are in this category.
Income
Low income indicates the seriousness of the Upper Cumber-
land Area's economic and social problems. Income levels in the
Upper Cumberland Area counties are below those for Tennessee
and the Nation. In 1960, median family income for the Upper
Cumberland Area was $2,259 compared with $3,949 for Tennessee
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and $5,660 for the United States (17). Total and per capita per-
sonal income figures are presented in Tables 38 and 39.
County differences in median family income were not very
large. Income levels were lowest in Jackson, Clay, and Fentress
counties where median family income was less than $2,000 and
highest in Putnam, Cannon, and Trousdale counties where family
incomes averaged about $2,700.
DISCUSSION
Employment growth in the Upper Cumberland Area has laggedbehind that of the rest of Tennessee and the United States.
Income levels remain below those at the state and national level
while unemployment rates exceed the state and national rate.
Heavy outmigration reflects the lack of employment opportunities
in the local economy. Many residents in the Area fail to share
fully in the benefits derived from a growing and prosperous na-
tional economy.
The basic objective of economic growth is to raise the living
levels of all the people. Realization of this objective relies upon
higher levels of employment, which in part depend upon continuous
improvements in education and training of the labor force and in-
creases in capital investment. The attainment of higher levels of
education and training is becoming increasingly important as tech-
nological advances frequently demand higher educational and train-
ing requirements. Training and skills of the labor force are not
only major determinants in the rate of economic growth which
can be achieved by an economy; for individuals, they determine
job opportuntities and earning abilities.
Analysis of employment trends in the Upper Cumberland
Area indicate employment gains occurred in industry groups
(mostly manufacturing and service groups) where employers fre-
quently demand of their employees a higher level of competence.
Unless the prospective employee has attained, or is capable of
attaining, the necessary attributes, his chances of employment in
the Upper Cumberland Area or elsewhere will continue to diminish.
There is an apparent need to upgrade and expand educational and
training activities in the Area."O This is of paramount importance
20Assistance for adult training i~ presently bdng provided through such national programs as
Manpower Development and Tr::lining and Area Redevelopment (22, p. 78). The need for the
continuation antI expansion of these types of programs is evident. Assistance to formal secon-
dary Education is not readily avaDable. Yet, the secondary schools provide the educational
base for all subsequent training. Except for Federal assistance to vocational education, little
external aid is available to Upper Cumberland Area secondary schools.
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in the rural areas where youth not only have an educational dis-
advantage, compared with urban youth; they are increasingly de-
pendent on nonfarm jobs, and it is necessary to prepare them for
those jobs (6). With manufacturing activity increasing in the
smaller urban and rural areas, preparing to do competent work is
of immense importance to rural youth.
For the most part, the availability of new jobs in the Upper
Cumberland Area depends largely upon new investment in the
private sector of the economy. The competition among various
regions of the United States for new plants and businesses is
great, however. Investors are unlikely to make investments in
areas where transportation, medical, water and sanitary, and other
public facilities are inadequate. These conditions often outweigh
such favorable items as availability of labor, raw materials, favor-
able tax rates, and nearness to markets.
The need to improve the economic and social climate in the
Upper Cumberland Area is apparent. Various agencies cognizant
of this need have developed plans to spend significant quantities
of resources in an attempt to improve the Upper Cumberland Area's
resources and promote economic and social growth. Often, these
agencies must develop and implement programs with only mini-
mum knowledge of the details of the structure of the economy of
the Area and the interdependencies among the development of re-
sources and economic growth among local economies in the Area
and between the Area, Tennessee, and the United States. Such
groups need more adequate information on 1) the types of edu-
cational programs and facilities needed to educate and train the
population adequately; 2) the types of economic activity, and their
location, that have the best potential for increasing employment
and income; and 3) the interrelationships among the development
of resources, including labor among the local economies and be-
tween the Area, Tennessee, and the United States.
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Table 1. Percentage distribution of the population in the Upper
Cumberland Area classified as urban, rural nonfarm, and
rural farm, by counties, Tennessee, Appalachia, and
United States, 1950 to 1960
Urban
County area 1950 1960
Cannon
Clay
Cumberland 24.4
De Kalb
Fentress
Jackson
Macon
Morgan
Overton
Pickett
Putn~m
Scott
Smith
Trousd~le
White
Upper Cumberland Area
Tennessee
Total App~lachia
United States
SOtll"CC: (17).
19.2
23.2 26.7
26.5 28.9
5.3 10.4
44.1 52.3
45.6 49.1
64.0 69.9
RlJl"al nonfarm Rural farm
1950 1960 1950 1960
Percent
27.0 51. 1 73.0 48.9
293 43.3 70.7 56.7
46.4 50.7 53.6 24.9
34.9 54.5 65.1 45.5
38.9 74.9 61.1 25.1
18.2 37.3 81.8 62.7
27.3 39.1 72.7 60.9
49.2 86.4 50.8 13.6
30.5 44.2 69.5 36.6
18.9 37.4 81. 1 62.6
34.8 50.6 42.0 22.7
54.6 90.2 45.4 9.8
30.2 43.2 69.8 56.8
35.2 44.1 64.8 55.9
21.4 34.4 52.1 36.6
34.8 54.0 59.9 35.6
----
25.0 31.3 30.9 16.4
33.2 41.9 21.2 9.0
20.7 22.6 15.3 7.5
Table 2. Percentage change in the urban, rural nonfarm, and rural
farm population in the Upper Cumberland Area, by
counties, Tennessee, Appalachia, and United States, 1950
and 1960
-------
County area Urban Rural nonfarm Ruraf-farm
P-e-rcent --
Cannon 0 + 6.1 -37.6
Clay 0 + 9.5 -32.8
Cumberland + 100 + 18.0 -53.0
De Kalb 0 +41.4 -35.6
Fentress 0 +11.9 -63.3
Jackson 0 + 10.5 -42.7
Macon 0 +28.3 -24.8
Morgan 0 +11.2 -75.6
Overton + 100 + 7.0 - 56.0
Pickett 0 +72.6 -32.9
Putnam + 12.7 +42.3 -47.2
Scott 0 +46.7 -80.9
Smith 0 +22.4 -30.4
Trousdale 0 + 11.4 -23.1
White + 4.9 +54.4 -32.3
Upper Cumberland Area + 76.4 +40.9 -46.1
Tennessee + 28.7 +35.8 -42.2
Total Appalachia + 9.2 +28.1 -56.7
United States
-- - ---
+ 29.9 +30.2 -42.7
SO-:'lrce: 117) .
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Table 3. Inventory acreage by land-capability class, Upper Cumber-
land Area, by counties, Tennessee, Appalachia, and
United States, 1958
Inventory Class I-III
Class IV Class V-VIII
County area acreage1 Area Share Area
Share Area sii"are
-------- ---- 1,000 1,000 Per- 1,000 Per-
1,0OO---Per:--
acres acres cent acres cent acres
cent
Cannan 167.3 66.1 39.5
13.4 8.0 87.8 52.5
Clay 138.2 33.1 23.9 24.0
17.4 81.1 58.7
Cumberland 420.4 126.0 30.0 29.0 6.9
265.4 63.1
De Kalb 160.0 52.5 32.8 22.7 14.2
84.8 53.0
Fentress 307.4 133.1 43.3 6.7 2.2
167.6 54.5
Jackson 204.2 44.3
21.7 16.4 8.0 143.5 70.3
Macon
181.8 90.8 49.9 13.6 7.5 77.4 42.6
II::.
Morgan 343.3 90.3 26.3
8.2 2.4 244.8 71.3
0
Overton 270.6 69.8
25.8 46.9 17.3 153.9 56.9
Pickett 96.0 19.1
19.9 101 10.5 66.8 69.6
Putnam 234.3 103.3
44.1 38.9 16.6 92.1 39.3
Scott 338.6
74.4 22.0 2.8 .8 261.4 77.2
Smith 198.7 59.2
29.8 23.2 11.7 116.3 58.5
Trousdale 69.3 26.5 38.2
7.5 10.8 35.3 51.0
White 236.8 86.3 36.4
37.1 15.7 113.4 47.9
Upper Cumberland
--~._--_._-- ---
Area 3,366.9 1,074.8
31.9 300.5 8.9 1,991.6 59.2
Tennessee 24,197.6 10,837.7
44.8 3,961.5 16.4 9,398.4 38.8
Total Appalachia 87,888.0 27,035.0 30.8
11,880.0 13.5 48,973.0 55.7
United States 1,452,873.0 638,009.0 43.9
169,181.0 11.6 645,683.0 44.4
lInventory acreage d(lt'~ not ("(JrrE'spond to land in farms.
Bouret' : (JO and 12).
Table 4. Land in farms, proportion of total land area in farms, the average size of farm, Upper Cumber-
land Area, by counties, Tennessee, Appalachia, and United States, 1950, 1959, and 1964
County area 1959
Land in farms
Percentage
of total
land area
Percentage
change land
in farms
1964
-19~ 1959-
1959 1964 1959 1964
Connon
Clay
Cumberland
De Kalb
Fentress
1,000 acres-- -------Percent -~---- -----
143.4 135.3 82.7 78.0 -14.4 5.6
107.6 107.4 71.6 72.3 - 8.8 2.5
118.5 119.1 27.3 27.4 - 9.1 - 4.5
142.5 134.6 80.7 75.7 -10.6 - 5.5
105.8 123.6 332 387 + .6 + 1.7
Jackson
Macon
Morgan
Overton
Pickett
162.9
170.4
78.3
162.9
57.0
157.2
164.2
69.2
145.0
508
Average size
of farm
99.1
89.9
83.3
81.0
671
77.8 76.0 -12.2 3.5 80.4
87.6 84.4 - 6.6 - 3.6 69.7
22.7 20.1 - 7.7 -11.5 76.0
58.051.4 -12.6 -11.0 74.8
56.7 50.2 - 4.0 -11.0 69.0
Putnam 170.5 163.4 65.6 63.0 -13.1 - 4.2 69.4 85.4 87.4
Scott 59.8 70.1 17.0 20.1 5.3 + 17.2 58.8 84.4 163.9
Smith 199.5 190.1 95.9 92.0 1.2 4.7 75.1 95.4 109.1
Trousdale 64.5 65.0 89.1 89.0 7.2 + 7.0 71.9 99.5 94.1
White 158.3 173.0 64.6 70.8 3.1 + 9.2 82.0 97.5 116.9
-------- .~-~~~~--- -----
:.::u:,=p~p=er=C=u=m=b=e=rl=a=nd=A=r=e=a=l= === =~1:,=,9=--0:o=1;=',::,9===cc=:1i=,8::o'6~0~',=0==:,56::o",=5=",5:.::2=::.9:====8c='=c'o====2=.2~=7~6~.5-:===c:9.-:7~Jj-1l2~5--
Tennessee 16,081.3 15,266.2 60.2 57.7 9.1 5.1 80.0 102.0 114.4
Total Appalachial 42,958.0 43.6 -21.8 82.5 105.6
United States 1,123,508.0 1,110,096.5 49.5 48.7 - 3.3 1.1 215.3 302.4 351.5
lBecause of rounding, some totals may not equal the :::cm of thE' items listed.
2Data for 1964 not available at time of report.
Source: (15).
1950
Acres
116.5
111.2
93.8
94.5
103.9
105.1
88.1
102.2
97.2
80.1
1959 1964
131.7
115.6
121.3
109.0
133.5
104.5
88.1
123.9
120.1
90.7
Table 5. Change in number of farms in the Upper Cumberland
Area, by counties, Tennessee, Appalachia, and United
States, 1950 to 1964
-NulTlber o( farms ----------'----Percentage change
County area 1950 1959
----- --------
1959-19641964 1950-1959
----------------~ .._._---- -- -------~----,--------~----~.
Percent - -
Connon 1,700 1,230 1,028 -27.6 -16.4
Cloy 1,345 968 929 -28.0 - 4.1
Cumberland 1,898 1,264 982 -33.4 -22.3
De Kalb 1,992 1,507 1,235 -24.3 -18.0
Fentress 1,549 1,018 926 -34.3 9.0
Jackson 2,343 1,549 1,505 -33.9 - 2.8
MClcon 2,629 1,934 1,759 -26.4 - 9.0
MorgCln 1,380 766 559 -44.5 -27.0
Overton 2,650 1,676 1,207 -36.8 -28.0
Pickett 884 712 560 -19.5 -21.3
Putnam 2,944 1,997 1,870 -32.2 - 6.4
Scott 1,336 709 428 -46.9 -39.6
Smith 2,690 2,092 1,742 -22.2 -16.7
Trousdale 969 648 690 -33.1 + 6.5
White 2,024 1,624 1,479 -19.8 - 8.9---~- --------_ ..._-----_._- ----------
Upper Cumberland
Area' 28,333
- - -- - - -----------_ .._--------
231,631Tennessee
Total Appalachia2
-~ . ---------
United States 5,382,162
19,694
-------------_ ...
157,688
406,900
------~
3,703,600
16,899
133,445
-30.5 -14.2
-"==='-'-
-15.4
3,157,864
-31.9
-38.8
-31.2 -14.7
lBecause of rounding, some tutals may not equal the sum of the items listed.
2Data for 1!)(i4 not available at time of repol't.
Source: (15).
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Table 6. Harvested cropland as a percentage of total farmland in
the Upper Cumberland Area, by counties, Tennessee,
Appalachia, and United States, 1950, 1959, and 1964
County area
Cannan
Clay
Cumberland
De Kalb
Fentress
Jackson
Macon
Morgan
Overton
Pickett
Putnam
Scott
Smith
Trousdale
White--- .-------- ~
Upper Cumberland
Areal
Tennessee
Total
Appalachia2
. ------- ---
United States
Area
1,000
acres
34.3
31.8
28.2
40.1
23.4
41.2
51.0
18.2
48.9
15.4
49.4
13.7
54.3
23.0
51.2
524.1
5,575.1
13,691.0
344,546.0
- 1950
Share of
total
farm land Area
Percent
20.4
26.3
17.8
24.9
22.5
21.9
27.8
17.3
24.7
25.2
24.2
17.5
26.9
33.0
30.9
24.2
30.1
24.9
29.7
1,000
acres
22.4
19.7
22.2
28.6
17.8
29.0
37.6
12.1
29.0
10.5
32.1
7.7
37.8
14.6
37.0
358.1
4,116.4
9,640.0
311,476.1
19S9
Share of
total
farm land
Percent
15.6
18.3
18.7
20.1
16.8
17.8
22.1
15.5
17.8
18.4
18.8
12.9
18.9
22.6
23.4
18.8
25.6
22.4
27.7
1964
Share of
total
Area farm land
1,000
acres
18.0
13.9
21.0
22.3
19.0
17.0
29.8
9.1
19.2
7.4
Percent
13.3
13.0
17.6
16.6
15.4
10.8
18.1
13.1
13.3
14.6
23.3 14.2
5.6 8.0
27.0 14.2
11.5 17.8
31.3 18.1
3,618.0
275.4 14.8
23.7
286,885.3 25.8
lBecause of rounding, some tothl::; may not equal th(~ ::-;um of the items listed.
2Data for UHi4 not available at time of report.
Source: (15) .
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Table 7. Employment in agriculture in the Upper Cumberland Area,
by counties, Tennessee, Appalachia, and United States,
1950 and 1960
1950 1960 Change in
Share of Share of employment,
Number civilian Number civilian 1950 to 1960
County area employed labor force employed labor force
_ .. _ ..~~----
Amount Rate_._-_ .._~._-----
Percent Percent Percent
Cannon 1,696 51.8 882 25.7 814 48.0
Cloy 1,514 60.5 1,010 41.8 504 -33.3
Cumberland 1,621 30.1 732 13.4 889 -54.8
De Kalb 2,276 57.0 1,143 27.0 1,133 -49.8
Fentress 1,497 41.0 543 15.0 954 -63.7
Jackson 2,502 66.2 1,385 44.3 1,117 -44.6
Macon 2,641 60.5 1,842 38.5 799 -30.3
,\'\organ 1,014 24.4 295 8.2 719 70.9
Overton 2,871 53.1 1,108 22.0 1,763 -61.4
Pickett 847 62.2 411 26.3 436 - 51.5
Putnam 2,631 28.2 1,246 11.9 1,385 - 52.6
Scott 839 19.3 201 5.3 638 -76.0
Smith 2,813 61.5 1,612 36.1 1,201 -42.7
Trousdale 1,046 55.8 685 35.3 361 -34.5
White 2,112 41.4 1,061 19.3 1,051 -49.8
Upper Cumberland
Area 27,920 44.3 14,156 22.3 -13,764 50.4
---_ .._--_ ..._-- ----------
(1,000) (1,000) (1,000)
Tennessee 247.4 20.9 131.4 10.2 116.0 --46.9
Total Appalachia 644.2 12.3 309.3 5.8 334.9 -52.0
------ --- -----
United States 7,005.4 11.9 4,349.9 6.4 2,655.5 -37.9--------_ ...._--- --------------
Souree: (17) .
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Table 8. Value of investment in land and buildings, per farm, all
farms and commercial farms, by counties, Tennessee, Ap-
palachia, and United States, 1950, 1959, and 1964'
County area
Cannan
Clay
Cumberland
De Kalb
Fentress
5,212
4,273
3,613
4,874
3,083
4,928
3,917
3,310
3,082
3,462
4,693
2,755
7,028
7,001
5,992
4,482
6,154
5,978
13,911
Jackson
Macon
Margan
Overton
Pickett
Putnam
Scott
Smith
Trousdale
White
Upper Cumberland Area
Tennessee
Total Appalachia3
United States
lValue has not been adjusted for price changes.
21964 Data not availahle fo" commercial farms.
JData for IB64 not available at tim(' of report.
SOllrcf>: (15).
-All farms
1959·
7,892
7,323
6,888
8,632
6,452
8,741
7,432
7,135
6,988
7, I04
10,349
7,519
11,614
11,517
11,557
8,476
12,488
12,032
33,173
45
1964
Dollars
12,100
13,430
16,250
16,106
10,987
15,677
11,865
12,806
11,804
12,342
14,334
16,198
17,144
16,084
16,555
14,245
21,088
51,394
Commercial farms2
1950 1959
6,386
5,833
6,671
5,916
4,868
6,595
4,246
5,053
4,238
4,172
5,713
6,662
7,847
7,524
7,601
5,955
7,544
7,736
17,696
11,482
9,498
10,666
8,773
13,397
10,709
8,505
11,134
9,220
8,428
14,353
9,061
13,856
13,510
17,2~9
11,323
16,47'1
16,416
44,439
Table 9. Value of farm products sold, Upper Cumberland Area, by counties, Tennessee, Appalachia, and
United States, 1950, 1959, and 1964
1950 1959 1964
~-- -------l~OOO doHars-
1,961.7 2,404.5 2,061.4
1,304.3 1,912.1 2,225.7
1,118.1 2,356.6 2,843.0
2,027.2 3,123.6 3,438.8
720.9 3,581.1 4,769.8
2,385.1 3,006.4 2,879.2
2,835.7 4,071.0 4,848.7
534.0 957.3 1,233.8
1,367.7 2,656.6 2,170.6
627.7 1,166.6 1,172.6
2,236.6 3,126.3 3,209.9
289.4 1,813.5 2,290.3
4,703.3 5,180.0 6,292.9
1,720.5 2,224.9 2,722.0
2,139.1 3,435.2 4, 175.3~ -----~- _.~
25,971.3 41,015.7 46,333 6
340,542 474,557 529,448
902,627 1,355,142
~-----c-c
22,217,256 30,492,721 35,305,964
County area
Cannan
Clay
Cumberland
De Kalb
Fentress
Jackson
Macon
Morgan
Overton
Pickett
Putnam
Scott
Smith
TrousdJle
White
--~ ---
Upper Cumberland Area2
=--===
Tennessee
Total Appalachia3
United States
Total value 1
lValue has~ot been adjust-ed for price ('hanges-.---
2BecUtiSe of rounding, some totals nlay not equal the sum of the items listed.
3Data fo,' ID64 not !}vailabl~ at time of report.
Source: (IS>'
1,986 2,005
1,981 2,396
1,861 2,895
2,080 2,784
3,427 5,151
2,004 1,913
2,102 2,757
1,310 2,207
1,590 1,798
1,594 2,093
+ 39.8 + 2.7 760 1,537 1,717
+ 526.6 + 26.3 217 2,602 5,351
+ 10.1 +21.5 1,748 2,527 3,612
+ 29.3 +22.3 1,776 3,346 3,945
+ 60.6 + 21.5 1,057 2,223 2,823
-~ ---
+ 57.9 +11.5 898 2,145 2,896
~---- ----
- --- ~---
+ 39.4 + 11.6 1,407 3,009 3,968
+ 50.1 ._1~,3_5_7_ 3:..',_3~30~ _
+ 38.3 + 13.6 4,123 8,218
Change
1950-1959 1959-1964
Percent
+ 22.6
+ 46.6
+ 110.8
+ 54.1
+396.8
+ 26.0
+ 43.6
+ 79.3
+ 94.2
+ 85.9
-14.3
+ 16.4
+20.6
+10.1
+33.2
- 4.2
+ 19.1
+28.9
-18.3
+ .47
Average value per farm
1950 1959
DoHars
1964
1,154
970
589
1,018
465
1,018
1,079
387
516
710
11,180
Table 10. Farm operator level-of-living indexes, Upper Cumberland
Area, by counties, Tennessee, Appalachia, and United
States, 1950 and 19591
~lJ.S.c:~unty aver~g~JI'I_!_950 = 59; 1959 = 100) _
County area --1950 -----1959
---------
Cannon
Clay
Cumberl.:;nd
De Kalb
Fentress
3
18
19
25
14
25
31
18
16
12
22
21
43
47
27
25
55
62
71
87
65
--- -----------
59
---------
71
72
--------
100
J ~ckson
Macon
Morgan
Overton
Pickett
Putnam
S:ott
Smith
Trousdale
White
Upper Cumberland Area
Tennessee
Total Appalachia
United States
34
59
lI~(l~;;'e~-----f;ol' areas arc CiV(Tagcs of county indexes, unweight~d for differences in th2 number
of farms within counties.
Source: (4).
47
All farms
----- Percentage~----
working off-farm 100
days
or more
County area 1950 1959 1964
Connon 22..2 35.4 38.8
Clay 17.2 23.4 24.6
Cum':Jerland 42.0 47.4 47.7
De Kalb 15.2 27.6 31.2
Fentress 35.4 39.3 383
~ Jackson 18.6 21.7 25.6
00 Macon 14.8 19.4 22.1
Morgan 44.8 45.7 44.2
Overton 24.9 30.2 33.6
Pickett 24.2 31.8 29.8
Putnam 27.0 31. 1 29.2
Scott 44.1 47.3 54.9
Smith 12.1 19.5 22.9
Trousdale 14.4 17.1 24.2
White 20.4 34.0 38.7
Upper Cumberl~~d Area 24.1 29.9 32.8
Tenness~-- 22.5 32.0 35.2
Total Appalachia2 32.1 37.5
--------
United States 239 29.9 32.1
lData for 1964 not a;-ailabl~-i~'~:li;;;il1~y-census· reports.
'Data for 1964 not available at time of report.
Source: (U).
Commercial farms1
--- ...•----
Percentage with
income greater than
the value of farm
products sold'
Percentage with
income greater than
the value of farm
products sold
Percentage
working off-farm 100
days
or more
1950 1959
8.8 19.0
5.2 10.8
12.6 23.6
5.6 13.2
11.3 32.9
8.5 6.9
5.8 7.0
10.3 16.1
8.0 15.1
6.0 14.5
45.7 53.4 5.8 8.2 10.1 12.9
80.5 72.0 14.6 33.2 15.7 33.2
19.6 26.5 4.5 7.0 7.1 7.0
14.4 20.5 7.1 11.5 6.1 12.5
32.9 58.6 6.5 13.1 7.3 15.1
----------
40.6 49.3 5.7 10.9 7.6 13.0
- - _. -_. ----------~-
15.4 43.2 6.4 12.2 9.3 12.6
44.1 51.2 9.0 14.9 12.2 15.3
~----·35.8- --9-j-- - 1~5--·--9.-1---··12-5-
Table 12. Income of all members of farm operator families from sources other than form operated, Upper
Cumberland Area, by counties, Tennessee, and United States, 1964
Rent from farm and
Nonfarm business Social security, nonfarm property
All sources Wages and or professional pensions, veterans, interest,
of income salaries practice and welfare payments dividends, etc.
Total Percent of Dollars Percent of Dollars Percent of Dollars Percent of Dollars Percent of Dollars
farm total farm per total farm per total farm per total farm per total farm per
County area operators operators household operators household operators household operators household operators household
Cannon 1,028 80.6 7,782 57.5 4,077 10.6 2,218 29.7 858 19.4 577
Clay 929 85.0 1,974 59.0 1,970 8.8 2,022 32.3 719 27.4 386
Cumberland 982 88.4 3,254 66.8 2,998 10.4 4,303 29.7 1,055 17.3 651
De Kalb 1,235 88.0 2,786 61.1 2,678 10.6 2,117 38.1 889 32.7 772
Fentress 926 88.6 3,002 61.1 3,096 10.5 2,590 36.3 1,180 17.5 382
"'" Jackson 1,505 87.6 2,405 53.2 2,523 10.9 2,252 36.8 1,039 20.7 481C!:
Macon 1,759 83.2 2,073 53.4 2,172 8.6 1,935 27.9 719 29.6 665
Morgan 559 92.3 3,789 71.2 3,671 8.4 5,007 29.3 1,287 22.0 328
Overton 1,207 86.9 2,805 61.3 2,852 9.4 2,892 37.6 756 19.6 677
Pickett 560 82.7 2,370 56.1 2,501 6.6 1,919 32.0 890 28.8 509
Putnam 1,870 89.3 2,866 54.4 3,158 11.5 3,071 35.6 928 26.1 609
Scott 428 93.5 3,742 63.1 3,174 21.7 3,851 386 1,374 20.3 631
Smith 1,742 82.4 2,258 52.5 2,375 9.1 2,503 30.9 787 26.6 538
Trousdale 690 83.6 3,485 55.2 2,474 6.8 4,675 26.4 1,188 35.1 2,612
White 1,479 86.1 3,250 59.7 3,428 10.0 3,431 30.0 984 19.1 583---~-
Upper Cumber-
land Area 16,899 86.2 3,286 57.8 2,876 10.0 2,986 32.8 977 24.8 693
Tennessee 133,445 83.3 3,421 57.5 3,530 9.8 3,530 30.0 920 24.5 949
United States 3,157,864 81.2 3,923 54.1 3,778 9.5 3,721 24.8 1,072 33.0 1,541
BOllTe'£>: (15),
~_._-_ ..._----
Table 13. Educational levels of persons in farm-operated house-
holds 25 years old and over for the Upper Cumberland
Area, by counties, Tennessee, and United States, 1964
Percent - completed
Persons Less than 4 years of 4 years of
County area 25 years old 5 years high school college
and over schooling or more or more
~----
Connon 2,034 13.2 23.1 2.2
Cloy 1,887 14.8 18.6 5.5
Cumberland 2,035 13.3 17.2 4.7
De Kalb 2,510 15.1 15.2 2.5
Fentress 1,913 21.7 17.1 3.6
Jackson 3,056 15.1 15.7 3.6
Macon 3,583 21.6 10.5 1.3
Morgan 1,189 12.7 25.9 5.3
Overton 2,521 16.1 15.7 2.3
Pickett 1,158 11.1 14.4 2.4
Putnam 3,690 10.4 17.5 4.3
Scott 885 21.4 21.5 4.3
Smith 3,411 12.1 17.6 2.0
Trousdale 1,284 17.9 28.3 2.9
White 3,010 12.0 22.7 5.2
Upper Cumberland Area 34,166 15.0 17.8 3.3
Tennessee 272,984 12.9 24.7 3.6
- ----------
United States 6,389,443 6.1 28.4 4.8
Source: (15).
- ------~_._- ------ -~--------
50
Table 14. Number and percentage of commercial farms, and of
commercial and noncommercial farms according to value
of sales, Upper Cumberland Area, by counties, Tennes-
see, Appalachia, and United States, 1950, 1959, and
1964
County area
Cannon
Clay
Cumberland
De Kalb
Fentress
Jackson
Macon
Morgan
Overton
Pickett
Putnam
Scott
Smith
Trousdale
White
--~-~
Upper Cumber-
land Area
Tennessee
Total Appalachia'-_.- ...- -_.
United States
1950
Total commercial farms
1964
Number of~ fiercen-tage Number of
farms of all farms farms
~-------~--~---=----c----
Percent
57.5
54.7
21.8
59.6
21.1
55.4
70.7
13.3
33.8
46.9
43.2
6.7
77.8
83.1
53.8
978
736
414
1,188
327
1,299
1,860
184
897
415
1,272
89
2,093
805
1,089
13,646
(1,000)
138.2
303.8
3,706.4
See footnotes at end of table.
1959
Percentage Number of Percentage
of all farms farms of all farms
506
520
351
682
331
885
1,221
205
689
311
759
235
1,280
480
635
Percent
41.8
53.9
27.7
45.4
31.7
59.0
63.0
28.0
41.2
42.5
37.3
33.7
62.4
72.2
41.1
491
609
413
731
482
889
1,209
229
625
324
873
202
1,179
448
766
59.7
45.7
68.9
9,090
(1,000)
82.6 52.4
184.8 45.4
2,416.0 65.2 2,165.7
- -----~------------
48.2
51
46.5 9,470
(1,000)
76.4
Percent
47.8
65.6
42.1
59.2
52.1
59.1
68.7
41.0
51.8
57.9
46.7
47.2
67.7
65.0
51.8
56.0
57.2
68.6
-Continued
Table 14. (Continued)
----
Commercial farms with value of sales
Greater than $10,ODO' From $5,000-$9,999'
1959
----- ---_ .. _ .._-
County area 1950 1964 1950 1959 1964
Farms Per- Farms Per- Farms Per- Farms Per- Farms Per- Farms Per-
centage4 centage4 centage4 centage4 centage4 centage4
Cannan 5 0.5 16 3.2 29 5.9 27 2.8 70 13.8 50 10.2
Clay 5 0.7 22 4.2 28 4.6 33 4.5 41 7.9 66 10.8
Cumberland 4 1.0 52 14.8 69 16.7 21 5.1 26 7.4 45 10.9
De Kalb 1 0.1 11 1.6 48 6.6 40 3.4 71 10.4 111 15.2
Fentress 1 0.3 101 30.5 130 27.0 15 4.6 72 21.8 50 10.4
Jackson 11 0.8 38 4.3 22 2.5 13 1.0 72 8.1 91 10.2
Macon 5 0.3 20 1.6 37 3.1 6 0.3 121 9.9 199 16.5
<:TI Morgan 0 21 10.2 35 15.3 22 12.0 27 13.2 23 10.0
l\:i Overton 9 1.0 39 5.7 35 5.6 10 1.1 46 6.7 47 7.5
Pickett 5 1.2 16 5.1 18 5.6 0 25 8.0 25 7.7
Putnam 16 1.3 17 2.2 39 4.5 25 2.0 86 11.3 78 8.9
Scott 2 2.2 94 40.0 76 37.6 0 35 14.9 30 14.9
Smith 40 1.9 25 2.0 88 7.5 102 4.9 210 16.4 284 24.1
Trousdale 1 0.1 20 4.2 46 9.4 28 3.5 110 22.9 120 24.6
White 25 2.3 45 7.1 73 9.5 75 6.9 100 15.7 133 17.4
------
Upper Cumber-
land Area 130 1.0 537 5.9 773 8.1 417 3.1 1,112 12.2 1,352 14.2
(1,000) (1,000) (1,000) (1,000) (1,000) (1,000)
Tennessee 3.6 2.6 8.1 9.8 10.7 14.0 8.1 5.9 14.8 17.9 13.8 18.1
Total Appalachia' 12.2 4.0 31.5 17.1 27.2 9.0 35.8 19.3
United States 484.4 13.1 795.5 32.9 868,905 40.1 721.2 19.5 653.9 27.1 504,625 23.3
See footnote~ at end of table.
--Continued
Table 14. (Continued)
Commercial farms with value of sales
From $2,500 to $4,999S Less than $2,5006
County area 1950 1959 1964 1950 1959 1964
Farms Per- Farms Per- Farms Per- Farms Per- Farms Per- Farms Per-
centage4 centage4 centage4 centage4 centage4 centage4
Cannon 177 18.1 195 38.5 157 32.0 769 78.6 225 44.5 255 52.0
Cloy 32 4.3 197 37.9 189 310 666 90.5 260 50.0 326 53.5
Cumberland 31 7.5 103 29.3 88 21.3 358 86.5 170 48.4 211 511
De Kalb 155 13.0 240 35.2 249 34.1 992 83.5 360 52.8 323 44.2
Fentress 25 7.6 58 17.5 70 14.5 286 87.5 100 30.2 232 48.1
Jackson 162 12.5 270 30.5 255 28.7 1,113 85.7 505 57.1 521 58.6
Macon 142 7.6 450 36.9 528 43.7 1,707 918 630 51.6 445 37.8
Morgan 9 4.9 47 22.9 33 14.4 153 83.2 110 53.7 138 60.3~ Overton 58 6.5 164 23.8 122 19.5 820 914 440 63.9 421 67.4~
Pickett 30 7.2 75 24.1 67 20.7 380 91.6 195 62.7 214 66.0
Putnam 76 6.0 236 31.1 237 27.1 1,155 90.8 420 55.3 519 59.5
Scott 10 11.2 1 0.4 23 11.4 77 86.5 105 44.7 73 36.1
Smith 450 215 585 45.7 471 39.9 1,501 717 460 35.9 336 28.5
"rousdale 223 27.7 210 43.8 212 43.4 553 68.7 140 29.2 110 22.5
hite 132 12.1 200 31.5 222 29.0 857 78.7 290 45.7 338 44.1
---_.~------~-~.~ .. '-- _._--- - ------
Upper Cumber·
land Area 1,712 12.5 3,031 33.3 2,923 30.7 11,387 83.4 4,410 48.5 4,462 46.9
-----,-._-------
(1,000) (1,000) (1,000) (1,000) (1,006r-~ (1,000)
Tennessee 23.0 16.7 30.1 36.4 23.4 30.6 103.5 74.9 29.6 35.8 28.5 37.3
Total Appalachia' 50.5 16.7 53.3 28.8 212.8 70.3 64.3 34.8
882.3 23.8 25.6 443,928 20.5 1,618.5 437 349.0 348,269
----United States 617.7 14.4 16.0
See footnotes at enq of table.
--_.__ ..•._-"--------_._----------------- ._~-
--Continued
Table 14. (Continued)
Noncommercial farms
-----
_ ..._---------~- -- --- ---- -------- ---~-_._. -----_.-
Part-time farms Other farms7
County area 1959 1964
-------------- -- ---- --- --- --------
1950 1950 1959 1964
Farms
-- -------. ------------
-farms Per- Farms
------ -------
Per- Farms Per- Farms Per- Per- Farms Per-
centage4 centage4 centage4 centage4 centage4 centage4
Cannan 289
- ------ - ------ --_._~-
31.8 25.5 210
-----
17.0 495 40.9 327 433 17.3 210 20.4
Clay 252 18.7 310 32.1 169 ] 8.2 357 26.5 135 14.0 151 16.3
Cumberland 412 21.7 685 54.1 400 40.7 1,072 56.5 230 18.2 169 17.2
De Kalb 363 18.2 520 34.6 305 24.7 441 22.1 300 20.0 199 16.1
Centress 348 22.5 553 52.9 282 30.5 874 56.4 161 15.4 162 17.5
Jackson 402 17.2 330 22.0 323 21.5 642 27.4 285 19.0 293 19.5
Macon 347 13.2 416 21.5 285 16.2 422 16.1 300 15.5 265 15.1
Margan 247 17.9 395 54.0 210 37.6 949 68.8 131 17.9 120 21.5
Overton 468 17.7 687 41.1 341 28.3 1,285 48.5 295 17.7 241 20.0
Pickett 206 23.3 245 33.5 138 24.6 263 29.8 176 240 98 17.5
Ol Putnam 569 19.3 905 44.5 624 33.4 1,103 37.5 370 18.2 373 20.0II:>-
Scott 167 12.5 357 51.2 159 37.1 1,080 80.8 105 15.1 67 15.7
Smith 321 11.9 410 20.0 270 15.5 276 10.3 360 17.6 293 16.8
Trousdale 107 11.0 110 16.5 93 13.5 57 5.9 75 11.3 109 15.8
White 367 18.1 640 41.4 443 30.0 568 28.1 270 17.5 270 18.3
Upper Cumber-
--------- - - ---------
land Area 4,865 17.2 7,058 36.1 4,369 25.8 9,822 34.7 3,403 17.4 3,020 17.9------- .---
(1,000) (1,000) .- (1,000) (1,000) (1,000) (1,000)
Tennessee 35.3 15.3 50.6 32.1 35.7 26.7 58.1 25.1 24.4 15.5 21.4 16.1
Total Appalachia! 110.3 16.6 ] 54.6 38.0 251.1 37.7 67.1 16.5
-_._---- - ~---- -------_._----
United States 639.2 11.9 884.8 23.9 639,404 20.2 1,033.6 19.2 407.2 11.0 352,733 11.0
lData for 1964 not avflilabl~-·~ttime of rePO~-
2Economic Class I and II farms in 1950, Class I, II and III farms in 1909.
'Economic Class III farms in 1950, Class IV farms in 1959.
4Percentage of all commercial farms.
sEcollomic Class IV farms in 1950. Class V farms in 1959.
6Economic Class V and VI farms in 1950, Class VI farms in 1959.
'0ther farms incluoe regirlential, part-retirement. and abnormal farm.:1.
Source: 115>'
Table 15. Value of livestock and livestock products sold, Upper Cumberland Area, by counties, Tennessee,
Appalachia, and United States, 1950, 1959, and 1964
County area
Total value of livestock and
livestock productsl
1950 1959
.- .. --
1964
1,000 dollars
1,580.4 1,965.0 1,567.8
781.9 970.3 1,108.4
654.7 1,499.8 1,731.3
1,211.8 1,741.9 1,802.6
459.0 2,785.6 3,708.9
1,487.7 1,765.4 1,390.2
1,233.5 1,798.5 1,955.7
366.0 745.6 932.1
1,010.1 1,979.8 1,411.5
328.5 660.6 623.4
'-:annon
-loy
Cumberland
De K:Jlb
Fentress
Jackson
Macon
01 Morgan
01 Overton
Pickett
Percentage change
1950-59 1959-64
--------- ~====
Value share of all farm
products derived
from livestock
1950---'-19-59---1964
Percent
80.6 81.7 76.1
59.9 50.7 49.8
58.6 63.6 60.9
59.8 55.8 52.4
63.7 77.8 77.8
62.4 58.7 48.3
43.5 44.2 40.3
62.9 77.9 75.6
73.9 74.5 65.0
52.3 56.6 53.2
62.7 59.9 54.0
70.0 94.2 94.7
60.4 59.3 55.0
52.8 56.4 41.8
61.4 69.1 60.3
------
60.6 63.9 58.8
56.3 48.5 46.5
62.0 69.0
54.9 55.9 53.4
+ 24.3 -20.2
1- 24.1 +14.2
+ 129.1 + 15.4
+ 43.7 +34.8
+ 506.8 +33.1
+ 18.7 -21.3
+ 45.8 + 8.7
+121.9 +25.0
+ 96.0 -28.7
+101.1 - 5.6
Putnam
Scott
Smith
Trousd:Jle
White
1,403.1
202.6
2,839.0
908.9
1,312.8
15,750.7
-------- - ----
157,608.4
559,606.0
1,872.5 1,732.7 + 33.5 - 7.5
1,709.0 2,169.8 +743.7 +27.0
3,069.8 3,459.0 + 8.1 -j- 12.7
1,255.0 1,137.9 + 38.1 - 9.3
2,372.1 2,518.2 + 80.7 + 6.2
---- ------------_.----------------
26,190.9 27,249.5 + 66.3 + 4.0
--- -- ======c===========~=~~
229,923.3 245,982.0 + 49.5 + 7.0
934,7 06 .-:;:0__ :-::--::-:-:0-=-::-:--::- __ +_"",6-::-7. :;:O :-::--=:-_-::-:--=-_--::;-=-:::--_::-=--,---
17,059,131.0 18,849,714.8 + 39.9 +10.5
Upper Cumberland Ar<202
Tennessee
Total Appalachia3
----'
United States 12,197,274.0
the sum of the item,; iisted.
Table 16. Type of commercial farms, Upper Cumberland Area, by counties, Tennessee, and Appalachia,
1950, 1959, and 1964
County area
1950
Cannon
Cloy
Cumberland
De Kalb
Fentress
Jackson
Macon
Morgan
Overton
Pickett
Putnam
Scott
Smith
Trousdale
White
-----
Upper Cumber-
land Area
Tennessee
Total Appalachia
All
c:ommerc1al
farms
978
736
414
1,188
327
1,299
1,860
184
897
415
1,272
89
2,093
805
1,089
13,646
138,218
303,758
Field crops
other than
vegetable and
fruit and nut
No. %
77 7.9
328 44.6
81 19.6
347 29.2
40 12.2
458
i,155
32
106
153
35.3
62.1
17.4
11.8
36.9
427 33.6
10 11.2
749 35.8
399 49.6
288 26.4
4,650 34.1
7(414--53.8
132,889 43.7
Poultry
No. %
5 0.5
5 0.7
13 31
o
14 43
303
-----_.-
1,634
23,498
16
20
14
89
15
43
14
13
5
37
1.2
1.1
7.6
9.9
3.6
3.4
15.7
0.6
0.6
3.4
Dairy
No. %
264 27.0
11 1.5
45 10.9
144 12.1
41 12.5
3.7
4.4
20.7
20
o
82 6.4
5 5.6
280 13.4
46 5.7
122 11.2
48
83
38
18
Livestock
other than
poultry and
dairy
No~- %
330 33.7
244 33.1
202 48.8
370 31.1
140 42.8
467
173
53
418
108
439
38
518
229
274
35.9
9.3
28.8
46.6
26.0
34.5
42.7
24.7
28.5
25.2
General
No. %
289 29.6
148 20.1
59 14.2
292 24.6
47 14.4
305
398
33
235
114
267
10
533
121
354
23.5
21.4
17.9
26.2
27.5
21.0
11.3
25.5
lS.0
32.S
Other'
No. %
13 13
o
14 3.4
3S 3.0
45 138
5
31
14
31
25
04
1.7
7.6
3.S
6.0
14 1.1
12 13.S
o
S 0.6
14 1.3
2.2 1,227 9.0 4,003 29.3 3,20S 23.5 258 1.9
(2- 14,67-3 _ ..foT22~9~37~-cl-c6:-.6 =----c2c-c1~,9::-:2=-=7:---:-1-=-S--c.9:---- -;;:-2,-c6-=-3""'3-:-1::-=:.9
7.7 5S,118 18.1 41,502 13.7 37,990 12.S 11,494 3.8
-Continued
Table 16. (Continued)
Field crops Livestock
All other than other than
c:ommerdal vegetable and poultry and
County area farms fruit and nut Poultry Dairy dairy General Other'
1959 No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %
Cannon 506 60 11.9 0 130 23.7 236 46.6 75 14.8 5 1.0
Clay 520 200 38.5 5 1.0 25 4.8 165 31.7 100 19.2 25 4.8
Cumberland 351 56 16.0 40 11.4 45 12.8 164 46.7 30 8.5 16 4.6
De Kalb 682 185 27.1 0 100 14.7 267 39.1 115 16.9 15 2.2
Fentress 331 35 10.6 102 30.8 26 7.8 81 24.5 31 9.4 56 16.9
Jackson 885 397 44.8 20 2.3 30 3.4 297 33.6 141 15.9 0
Macon 1,221 755 61.8 20 1.7 60 4.9 141 11.6 230 18.8 15 1.2
Clt
Morgan 205 40 19.5 36 17.6 20 9.7 67 32.7 26 12.7 16 7.8-:J
Overton 689 140 20.3 45 6.5 20 2.9 342 49.6 112 16.3 30 4.4
Pickett 311 130 41.8 0 10 3.2 100 32.2 61 19.6 10 3.2
Putnam 759 280 36.9 15 2.0 65 8.5 327 43.1 65 8.6 7 0.9
Scott 235 15 6.4 126 53.6 2 0.9 67 28.5 0 25 10.6
Smith 1,280 520 40.6 20 1.5 115 9.0 340 26.6 285 22.3 0
Trousdale 480 255 53.1 5 1.0 50 10.4 80 16.7 90 18.8 0
White 635 165 26.0 10 1.6 92 14.5 258 40.6 105 16.5 5 0.8
---~~-'
Upper Cumber-
land Area 9,090 3,233 35.6 444 4.9 790 8.7 2,932 32.2 1,466 16.1 225 2.5
--------
Tennessee 82,639 42,169 51.0 1,912 2.3 9,647 11.7 17,800 21.5 9,669 11.7 1,442 1.8
Total Appalachia 184,837 67,599 36.6 22,231 12.0 40,627 22.0 33,657 18.2 13,149 7.1 7,555 4.1
------ .. ----- --Continued
Table 16. (Continued)
Field crops Livestock
All other than other than
commercial vegetable and poultry and
County area farms fruit and nut Poultry Dairy dairy General Other'
1964 No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %
Cannon 491 76 15.5 2 .4 161 32.8 175 35.6 58 11.8 19 3.9
Clay 609 280 46.0 1 .2 55 9.0 133 21.8 112 18.4 28 4.6
Cumberland 413 64 15.5 37 9.0 43 10.4 176 42.6 39 9.4 54 13.1
De Kolb 731 233 31.9 1 .1 156 21.3 162 22.2 126 17.2 53 7.3
Fentress 482 64 13.3 121 25.1 32 6.6 130 27.0 52 108 83 17.2
Jackson 889 477 53.7 10 1.1 66 7.4 210 23.6 100 11.2 26 3.0
Macon 1,209 701 58.0 3 .2 177 14.6 110 9.1 200 16.5 18 1.5
I:.1l Morgan 229 39 17.0 34 14.8 32 14.0 51 22.3 27 11.8 46 20.1
00 Overton 625 152 24.3 13 2.1 44 7.0 265 42.4 97 15.5 54 8.7
Pickett 324 168 51.9 7 2.2 5 11.5 95 29.3 34 10.5 15 4.6
Putnam 873 368 42.2 7 .8 69 7.9 278 31.8 107 12.3 44 5.0
Scott 202 13 6.4 93 46.0 13 6.4 35 17.3 21 .5 27 13.4
Smith 1,179 569 48.3 16 1.4 187 15.9 242 20.5 158 13.4 7 .6
Trousdale 488 341 69.9 2 .4 55 11.3 42 8.6 45 9.2 3 .6
White 766 210 27.4 2 .3 135 17.6 238 31.1 147 19.2 34 4.4
Upper Cumber-
land Area 9,510 3,755 39.5 349 3.7 1,230 12.9 2,342 24.6 1,323 13.9 511 5.4--_.~._-~~~----- .- --~~~-
Tennessee 76,352 37,683 49.4 1,707 2.2 10,133 13.3 14,982 19.6 8,611 11.3 3,236 4.2
Total Appalachia2
lMiscellaneous, vegetable. fr-uit, anct nut farms.
'Data for 1964 not available at t.im:? of report.
Source: 05>'
Table 17. Number of beef cows and dairy cows on farms, Upper Cumberland Area, by counties, Tennessee,
Appalachia, and United States, 1950, 1959, and 1964
County area
Cannon
Clay
Cumberland
De Kalb
Fentress
Jackson
Macon
Morgan
Overton
Pickett
Putnam
Scott
Smith
Trousdale
White
1950
834
401
1,657
667
610
910
1,297
516
940
174
578
334
1,986
905
1,454
Upper Cumberland
Area
Tennessee
Total Appalachia'
13,273
~-~--- -- ------ ---
(1,000)
163.6
348.0
Beef cows
1959 1964
Percentage change
1959-
1964
3,089
1,970
3,217
3,503
2,355
3,727
2,063
961
3,941
1,163
3,901
766
6,893
2,090
4,715
44,354
(1,000)
434.5
816.5
5,958
4,449
5,638
6,521
4,982
7,215
5,445
1,463
7,849
3,411
8,873
1,438
11,870
3,943
9,692
-~o-
1959
+270.4
+391.3
+ 94.1
+417.4
+286.1
+309.6
+ 59.1
+ 86.2
+319.3
+ 568.4
+574.9
+ 129.3
+247.1
+ 130.9
+224.5
1950
1950-
1959
Percentage change
1959-
1964
+ 92.9
+ 125.8
+ 75.3
+ 135.8
+ 111.5
+ 93.6
+ 163.9
+ 52.2
+ 99.1
+ 193.3
+ 127.5
+ 87.7
+ 72.2
+ 88.7
+205.6
7,060
2,508
3,101
6,665
2,978
5,528
5,520
2,063
4,822
1,706
6,287
1,661
10,819
2,744
5,821
-26.5
-15.6
-30.1
-19.9
-23.8
-30.1
+ 8.3
-29.0
-20.5
-13.4
-29.5
-37.5
-30.5
- 1.9
-11.9
-31.3
+ 2.0
-39.2
-10.0
+ 2.6
-24.8
+ 1.7
-12.4
-36.7
-45.9
-25.1
- 5.0
-16.9
- 5.5
-16.5
88,7 4=7==+=-c-c2=3=4',,:,5==+=1=0=0=.1 =6=::9~,2=8==3==5=4~,c=0c=7==4=5~,8=1=c:2~=-=2=1',,:,3==-=1=6=.::.0
(1,000) (1,000) (1,000) (1,000)
756.2 + 165.5 + 74.0 638.1 456.5 370.0 - 28.5 - 18.9
+ 134.6 1,793.8 1,446.0 - 19.4
+ 54.1 + 32.2 21,232.6 16,522.Ol4~(;22T--~2 ----=-113United States 16,069.2
tData for 1964 not available at time of report.
Source: (15).
24,751.5 32,725.0
Table 18. Broilers and eggs sold, Upper Cumberland Area, by counties, Tennessee, Appalachia, and
United States, 1954, 1959, and 1964
Broilers Chicken Eggs
County area Percentage change Percentage
1954 1959 1964 1954-59 1959-64 1954 1959 change
1954-59
1,000 Percent - 1,000 dozens - Percent -
Connon 70.0 173.1 80.2 53.7
Cloy 28.0 96.0 -r 242.9 77.9 50.4 - 35.3
Cumberland 16.5 429.8 1,015.8 + 2,500.5 + 136.3 168.5 311.5 + 84.9
De Kalb 22.0 191.8 117.5 - 38.7
Fentress 37.5 3,349.3 5,631.9 +8,831.5 + 68.2 81.6 248.1 +204.2
Jackson 27.6 42.7 44.8 -r 54.7 + 4.9 146.7 77.5 - 47.20-. Macon 26.5 40.0 4.0 -r 50.9 90.0 176.8 194.2 + 9.80
Morgan 340.7 768.2 + 125.5 140.0 302.7 + 116.3
Overton 125.1 127.5 1.9 200.7 432.5 + 115.5
Pickett 215.8 46.3 53.7 + 16.0
Putnam 48.9 79.8 -r 63.2 218.9 147.9 - 32.4
Scott 372.0 2,630.3 3,358.7 -+- 607.0 - 27.7 56.7 225.6 +298.0
Smith 240.8 240.6 0.1
Trousdale 109.0 100.5 166.9 + 66.0
White 7.4 36.0 + 386.5 209.3 176.5 15.7
Upper Cumberland Area 798.6 7,264.1 11,036.2 + 809.6 + 51.9 2,229.5 2,825.9 + 26.7
Tennessee 7,524.6 27,858.0 36,220.1 + 270.2 + 30.0 23,907.4 38,230.6 + 59.9
Total Appalachia 1 185,845.2 404,363.6 + 117.6
United States 792,373.7 1,414,259.4 1,915,059.5 + 78.5 + 35.4 2,663,454.5 3,330,265.4
lData for 1964 not available at time of report.
SO,l]'CE' : (15).
Table 19. Number of hogs and pigs and ewes on farms, Upper Cumberland Area, by counties, Tennessee,
Appalachia, and United States, 1950, 1959, and 1964
Hogs and pigs Ewes
County area Percentage Percentage
change change
1950 1959 1964 1950-59 1959-64 1950 1959 1964 1950-59 1959-64
Percent Percent
Cannon 15,917 16,056 9,593 + 0.9 -40.3 7,919 6,316 1,808 - 20.2 -71.4
Clay 11,905 13,412 10,060 + 12.7 -25.0 168 541 100 + 222.0 -81.5
Cumberland 9,052 10,800 7,901 + 19.3 -26.8 942 1,564 556 + 66.0 -64.5
De Kalb 14,669 19,613 10,008 +33.7 -49.0 3,872 3,181 1,344 - 17.8 -58.1
Fentress 6,267 7,883 6,360 +25.8 -19.3 438 419 236 43 -43.7
Jackson 22,090 88,704 10,998 + 2.8 -51.6 1,796 2,126 744 -+- 18.4 -65.0
Macon 13,583 16,919 9,185 +24.6 -45.7 3,673 4,858 2,359 + 32.3 -51.4
Morgan 3,290 4,233 2,989 +28.7 -29.4 191 397 165 + 107.9 -58.4O'l
Overton 12,612 19,714 7,860 +56.3 -60.1 675 559 82 17.2 -85.3..... -
Pickett 4,794 6,057 4,277 +26.3 -29.4 48 141 41 -193.8 -71.0
Putnam 15,838 20,063 12,704 +26.7 -36.7 1,881 1,250 385 - 33.5 -69.2
Scott 3,291 4,826 2,426 +46.6 -49.7 501 811 276 + 61.9 -66.0
Smith 30,401 32,787 17,896 + 7.8 -45.4 12,165 12,953 5,130 + 6.5 -60.4
TroClsdale 9,093 10,359 3,408 + 13.9 -67.1 6,066 7,571 3,515 + 24.8 -53.6
White 13,841 21,289 17,885 +53.8 -16.0 1,064 1,163 212 + 9.3 -81.8
Upper Cumber-
-----~.- ------------
land Area 186,643 226,715 133,550 +21.5 -41.0 41,399 43,850 16,953 + 5.9 -61.3
(1,000) (1,000) (1,000) (1,000) (1,000) (1,000)
Tennessee 1,365.8 1,609.6 957.9 + 17.9 -40.5 185.4 190.5 72.0 + 2.7 -62.2
Total Appalachia1 2,026.0 2,249.8 + 11.0 595.7 587.5 1.4
----------- ._----_ ..__ ._---
19,841.8United States 55,788.6 67,949.3 54,135.2 +21.8 -20.3 20,991.6 16,142.5 + 5.8 -23.1
lData for 196<1 not available ;t time of report. ---- ..~---
See footnote at end of table.
Table 20. Harvested cropland by major crops and woodland, Upper
Cumberland Area, by counties, Tennessee, and Appa-
lachia, 1950, 1959, and 1964
County area
Connon
Cloy
Cumberland
De Kalb
Fentress
Jackson
Macon
Morgan
Overton
Pickett
Putnam
Scott
Smith
Trousdale
White
~~-------
Upper Cumber-
land Area
1950
~~~Cropland harvested Woodland
1959
34,330
31,848
28,210
40,061
23,400
41,248
50,950
18,217
48,096
15,408
49,404
13,689
54,261
23,015
51,234
524,181
--_.~~-~
(1,000)
Tennessee 5,575.1
Total Appalochia1 13,691.0
1959
22,413
19,702
22,156
28,637
17,792
29,004
37,558
12,068
28,968
10,485
32,063
7,725
37,770
14,602
37,036
357,979
(1,000)
4,116.4
9,640.0
See fontnote at end of t.ahlf'.
Table 20. (Continued)
Cnunty area
Connon
Cloy
Cumberland
De Kalb
Fentress
Jackson
Macon
Morgan
Overton
Pickett
Putnam
Scott
Smith
Trousdale
White
~-----------
Upper Cumber-
land Area
Tennessee
Total Appalachia1
1950
12,271
9,638
14,399
13,518
11,566
9,537
17,745
8,917
20,576
7,240
18,826
6,315
19,053
7,671
20,365
197,637
(1,000)
1,618.3
4,590.0
All hay
1959-- -
9,801
5,499
12,186
10,937
8,976
7,674
14,261
6,634
11,860
5,231
12,516
4,086
16,298
6,332
16,065
148,356
(1,000)
1,194.6
4,145.0
1964
18,043
13,933
20,985
22,319
19,035
16,921
29,781
9,102
19,245
7,400
23,271
5,621
26,901
11,523
31,337
275,417
(1,000)
3,618.0
1964
9,206
5,221
12,415
12,139
10,301
6,482
14,976
5,584
11,177
4,891
13,586
4,127
15,610
6,731
16,925
149,371
-~~-~
(1,000)
1,183.7
62
1950
Acres -
61,110
56,447
91,152
48,660
56,141
73,210
56,707
65,257
81,609
27,055
70,040
49,028
46,521
18,416
56,480
857,833
(1,000)
5,868.6
1950
}icres-- -
16,521
17,288
10,292
19,782
8,719
27,844
25,873
5,104
22,215
5,974
23,868
5,437
28,099
10,926
22,000
249,942
(1,000)
2,076.3
4,274.0
1964
51,908 48,999
55,796 55,623
58,526 62,553
41,894 40,236
59,879 74,543
67,748 67,784
58,469 57,331
47,740 45,049
72,175 68,979
27,935 22,428
63,665 59,826
38,748 52,521
52,725 51,693
16,569 18,521
55, 883~~~_6---,9,_1_20_
769,660 795,206
------ ..._--- -
(1,000) (1,000)
5,201.3 4,859.2
-Continued
Corn ~
1959 1964
9,620
10,268
6,577
12,945
4,865
18,034
17,465
3,282
12,181
3,953
15,010
3,159
17,196
5,335
15,766
155,656
(1,000)
1,416.7
2,834.0
5,574
5,251
3,801
7,085
3,239
7,967
10,300
1,989
5,177
1,668
6,515
1,301
7,217
2,221
10,267
79,572
(1,000)
910.3
-Continuen
Table 20. (Continued)
Sorghums Wheat
County area 1950 1959 -
~-------------_.-
1950 19591964 1964
--- ------_ ..._---_ ... ---------
Acres -
Cannan 527 550 204 988 376 246
Clay 185 347 251 1,195 462 153
Cumberland 43 55 90 301 127 49
De Kalb 88 483 126 1,838 788 310
Fentress 124 355 192 740 179 44
Jackson 398 376 156 190 164 19
Macon 589 846 359 1,645 1,337 362
Margan 47 62 30 340 205 114
Overton 398 1,107 336 2,161 619 40
Pickett 42 114 39 1,067 366 70
Putnam 216 561 246 1,204 721 259
Scott 13 56 17
Smith 531 613 373 1,103 483 116
Trousdale 176 295 162 456 382 145
White 174 704 179 1,785 1,058 640~----_._------ -
Upper Cumberland
Area 3,551 6,524 2,760 15,013 7,267 2,567
---------- -------_ .._---- --_.~--- ----------
(1,000) (1,000) (1,000) (1,000) (1,000) (1,000)
Tennessee 23.3 69.8 27.3 238.5 156.8 153.5
Total Appa loch ia 1 942.0 512.0
Sf'f' footnot.e at. ('no of t,ahl;.
---Continued
Table 20. (Continued)
----_ .._ .._- .._--_.~----_. __ ._._--_._---_.~
----
Oats Barley
County area 1950 1959 1964 1950 1959-- 1964
------ ------------ _._._-~-- ------
Acres
-- - -- ---- ..._------
-
Cannan 886 527 467 312 84 41
Clay 586 177 54 120 227 106
Cumberland 677 502 630 30 26 8
De Kalb 484 436 604 498 179 20
Fentress 647 1,032 610 27 201
Jackson 350 146 39 138 189 20
Macon 814 575 244 213 273 146
Morgan 332 288 194 37 46 79
Overton 1,428 648 129 79 72 34
Pickett 679 108 38 8 70 6
Putnam 2,349 721 211 117 356 48
Scott 10 3
Smith 1,878 473 231 679 589 150
Trousdale 556 362 63 1,098 399 69
White 1,515 1,053 506 683 743 115
---------------_ ..._.
Upper Cumberland
Area 13,181 7,038 4,030 4,039 3,454 845
(1,000) (1,000) (1,000) (1,000) (1,000) (1,000)
Tennessee 170.8 126.2 51.1 61.2 44.0 21.6
Total Appa loch io 1 872.0 749.0 127.0 118.0
See footnote at end of table.
--_._-- ------_ .._----------
--Continued
6R
Table 20. (Continued)
Soybeans
--------
1950 1959 1964
Grown Grown with ---_ ..__ .__ .~.- ----- ..Grown with Grown Harvested Cut for
County area alone other crops alone other crops for beans hay
--~ ..... ~ ...- -----~---- -'A~rcs - - --
Cannon 70 1,323 105 825 1,505
Clay 367 129 1,570 151 394 1,302
Cumberland 180 12 10 219
De Kalb 67 9 376 330 221
Fentress 1 90 11 23 31
J ockson 232 60 1,719 138 136 716
Mocon 83 522 26 63 586
Morgan 60 576 60 164 477
Overton 496 6 1,147 63 101 865
Pickett 26 6 I 34
Putnam 422 2 1,427 71 281 860
Scott 54 1 4 21
Smith 4 245 15 29 353
Trousdale 13 17 137
White 1,485 1,331 173 1,126 1,057
Upper Cumberland
Area 3,287 206 10,599 892 3,504 8,386-_ ..__ ._----_ .. _-
,000) (1,000) (1,000) (1,000)
Tennessee 137.9 5.7 411.0 25.7 560,263 58,226
Total Appalachia'
SE"e footnote at end of table. ~Continued
Table 20. (Continued)
-----------
Tobacco Vegetab-Ies- for sale
County area e_ 1950 1959 - 1950
-~------_._-
1964 1959 1964
--------
Acres
Cannon 310 310 239 6 12 14
Clay 778 627 650 15 36 12
Cumberland 152 170 148 234 2,215 3,229
De Kalb 1,061 928 910 15 19 11
Fentress 87 120 114 845 2,090 4,236
Jackson 1,421 1,121 1,099 2 3 3
Macon 3,072 2,185 2,048 54 4 7
Morgan 52 46 42 233 125 175
Overton 209 332 282 37 86 19
P:ckstt 359 374 321 3 139 1
Putnam 1,091 999 934 28 69 26
Scott 14 10 13 45 4 2
Smith 3,121 2,205 2,166 18 8 2
Trousdole 1,634 1,137 1,208 7 9 4
White 829 789 839 50 32 35
Upper Cumberland
Area 14,190 11,344 11,013 1,592 4,851 7,776
-------
C1,o06Y(1,000) (1,000) (1,000) (1,000) (1,000)
Tennessee 103.9 74.2 68.6 26.5 44.0 42.3
Toto I Appa loch ia 1 174.0 132.0
lData for 1964 not avaihlhlf' Ht time:> oi--~pp();t.
Rnnrf'f': (Hil.
64
Table 21. Employment in agriculture, forestry, and fisheries in the
Upper Cumberland Area, by counties, Tennessee, Appa-
lachia, and United States, 1950 and 1960
County area
Cannon
Clay
Cumberland
De Kalb
Fentress
Jackson
Macon
Morgan
Overton
Pickett
Putnam
Scott
Smith
Trousdale
White
Upper Cumber-
land Area
1950 1960
Change
1950 to 1960
Share of Share of
Number civilian Number civilian
employed labor force employed labor force Amount
Percent ---- --Percent
1,697
1,519
1,643
2,288
1,524
2,502
2,641
1,035
2,888
852
2,644
864
2,819
1,047
2,114
51.8
60.7
30.5
57.3
41.7
66.2
60.5
24.9
53.4
62.6
28.3
19.9
61.7
55.8
41.5
886
1,022
778
1,143
563
1,393
1,842
332
1,128
411
1,258
208
1,612
685
1,073
25.8
42.3
14.2
27.0
15.5
44.5
38.5
9.2
22.4
26.3
12.0
5.5
36.1
35.3
19.6
22.628,077 44.5 14,334
--- ----~ ._----
(1,000) (1,000)
Tennessee 248.8 21.0 132.8
Total Appalachia 644.2 12.3 309.3
l:-Jn.:..:.it.:..:e-=d---=-S~ta:,:.t.::..:es=------__ -.:.-7.!...-,0.:..:.0.:..:5:,:..4-=--1_1._9__~, ~~_9._9 _
Source: 07>'
65
811
497
865
1,145
961
- 1,109
799
703
- 1,760
441
- 1,386
656
1,207
362
- 1,041
10.3
5.8
6.4
-13,743
(1,000)
116.0
334.6
2,655.5
Rate
Percent
--47.8
-32.7
-52.6
--50.0
-63.1
-44.3
-30.3
-67.9
-60.9
- 51.8
- 52.4
-75.9
-42.8
-- 34.6
-49.2
-48.9
-46.6
-52.0
-37.9
Table 22. Employment in mining in the Upper Cumberland Area,
by counties, Tennessee, Appalachia, and United States,
1950 and 1960
---_ .._-- ------------
Change
1950 1960 1950 to 1960
County area Share of Share of
Number civilian Number civiEan
employed labor force employed labor force Amount Rate
Percent Percent
.._--~-----
Percent
Cannon 0 0 3 0.1 + 3
Clay 4 0.2 22 0.9 + 18 +450_0
Cumberland 599 11.1 443 8_1 156 26.0
De Kalb 7 0_2 4 0.1 3 42_9
Fentress 392 10.7 123 3.4 269 -- 68_6
Jackson 1 0 0 0 1 - 100_0
Macon 6 0.1 0 0 6 100_0
Morgan 531 12.8 306 8.5 225 42.4
Overton 366 6.8 142 2_8 224 61.2
Pickett 28 2.1 16 1.0 12 42.9
Putnam 170 1.8 136 13 34 20.0
Scott 656 15_1 519 13_6 137 20_9
Smith 4 0.1 17 0.4 + 13 +325_0
Trousdale 1 0 8 0.4 + 7 +700.0
White 126 2.5 22 0.4 104 82_5
Upper Cumber-
land Area 2,891 4.6 1,761 2.8 -1,130 - 39.1
-------
(1,000) (1,000) (1,000)
Tennessee 14.4 1.2 8.8 0.7 5.7 39.1
Total App:Jlachiu 451.5 8.6 186.1 3.5 _. 265.4 58.8
United States 929.5 1.6 654.0 1.0 - 275.5 - 29.6------~-- ---------------_.-_._--------- _.
Source: (17).
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Table 23. Employment in construction in the Upper Cumberland
Area, by counties, Tennessee, Appalachia, and United
States, 1950 and 1960
Change
1950 1960 1950 to 1960
County area Share of Share of
Number civilian Number civilian
employed labor force employed labor force Amount Rate
Percent Percent Percent
Cannan 182 5.6 255 7.4 + 73 + 40.1
Clay 130 5.2 148 6.1 + 18 + 13.8
Cumberland 322 6.0 373 6.8 + 51 + 15.8
De Kalb 321 8.0 348 8.2 + 27 + 8.4
Fentress 187 5.1 151 4.2 -- 36 19.2
Jackson 190 5.0 170 5.4 - 20 10.5
Macon 184 4.2 236 4.9 + 52 t 28.3
Morgan 253 6.1 239 6.6 14 5.5
Overton 173 3.2 394 7.8 +221 + 127.7
Pickett 56 4.1 111 7.1 + 55 + 98.2
Putnam 709 7.6 710 6.8 + 1 + 0.1
Scott 148 3.4 171 4.5 + 23 + 15.5
Smith 308 6.7 385 8.6 + 77 + 25.0
Trousdale 106 5.7 128 6.6 + 22 + 20.8
White 285 5.6 399 7.3 +114 + 40.0----
Upper Cumberland
Area 3,554 5.6 4,218 6.6 +664 + 18.7
~-~--_ ..... _ ..._---~--------
(1,000) (1,000)
--,------
(1,000)
Tennessee 80.0 6.8 82.4 6.4 + 2.5 + 3.1
Total Appalachia 269.3 5.2 283.3 5.3 + 14.0 + 5.2
---- ---- ------
United States 3,458.0 5.9 3,815.9 5.6 +357.9 + 10.3
Source: (17 ).
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Table 24. Employment in all manufacturing industries in the Upper
Cumberland Area, by counties, Tennessee, Appalachia,
and United States, 1950 and 1960
_ .....~ --------- .- --_ .._--_. --- ----- ------------- -------------- _. --------------- -----_._-
Change
1950 1960 1950 to 1960
County area Share of Share of
Number civilian Number civilian
employed labor force employed labor force Amount Rate
--Percent Perce~-- --- Percent
Cannon 557 17.0 1,139 33.1 + 582 + 104.5
Clay 222 8.9 524 217 t 302 + 136.0
Cumberland 790 14.7 1,126 20.5 + 336 + 42.5
De Kalb 412 10.3 1,246 29.4 t- 834 t 202.4
Fentress 624 17_1 1,325 36_5 t 701 + 1123
Jackson 286 7.6 529 16.9 + 243 + 85.0
Macon 499 11.4 1,041 218 + 542 + 108.6
Morgan 789 19.0 935 25.9 + 146 + 18.5
Overton 647 12.0 1,497 29.7 + 850 + 131.4
Pickett 142 10.4 568 36.3 + 426 +300.0
Putnam 1,580 16.9 2,666 25.5 + 1,086 + 68.7
Scott 992 22.9 974 25.6 18 18
Smith 134 2.9 842 18.9 + 708 + 528.4
Trousdale 123 6.6 378 19.5 + 225 +207.3
White 1,006 19.7 1,866 34.0 + 860 + 85.5
Upper Cumberland
--------
Area 8,803 14.0 16,656 26.2 +7,853 + 89.2
(1,000)
- -----
(1,000) (1,000)
Tennessee 239.4 20.3 317.9 24.7 + 78.4 + 32.8
Total Appalachia 1,380.6 26.4 1,593.2 30.1 + 212.7 + 15.4
-~._._- --- --
United States 14,685.5 24.9 17,513.1 25.7 +2,827.6 + 19.3
Source: (17) .
Table 25. Employment in manufacturing, by industry group, Upper
Cumberland Area, 1950 and 1960
---=='-- -.-------_.~===. ----
1950 1960
Industry group
.--- --Shareof-
Number civilian
employed labor force
Percent
Share of
Number civilian
employed labor force
Percent--
Amount Rate
Percent
Furniture, lumber and
wood products
Meta I industries
Machinery, except
electrical
Electrical machinery
Motor vehicles & motor
vehicle equipment
Transportation
equipment
Other durable goods
Food and kindred
products
Textile mill products
Apparel and other
fabricated texti Ie
products
Printing and publishing
and other allied
products
Chemical and allied
products
Other nondurable goods
Total
Hource: (17).
4,956
55
1,742
106
376
8,803
55
10
89
8
313
423
532
138
0.2
0.6
14.0
7.9
0.1
3,661
389
0.1
o
0.1
o
0.5
07
0.8
2.8 8,727
0.2
319
908
16,656
69
78
170
341
104
466
733
525
235
0.5
1.4
26.2
5.8
0.6
- 1,295
+ 334
0.1
0.3
+ 23
+ 160
0.5 + 252
0.2
0.7
+ 96
+ 153
1.2
0.8
1· 310
7
13.7 +6,985
0.4 + 97
+ 213
+ 532
+7,853
Change
1950 to 1960
26.1
+ 607.3
+ 41.8
+ 1,600.0
+ 2831
+ 1,200.0
+ 48.9
+ 73.3
1.3
+. 4010
+ 70.3
+ 200.9
+ 141.5
+ 89.2
Table 26. Employment in manufacturing by industry group, Appa-
lachian portion of Tennessee, 1950 and 1960
------ ------ ----- ------ --
1950 1960 Change
Share of -Shi"e of- 1950 to 1960
Number civilian Number civilian
Industry group employed labor force employed labor force Amount Rate
1,000 Percent -1;000- Percent 1,000 Percent
Furniture, lumber end
wood products 21.4 4.1 20.5 3.6 .9 44
Metal industries 17.9 35 20.9 3.7 + 30 + 16.7
Machinery, except
electrical 2.6 .5 3.7 .7 + 1.1 + 434
Electrica I machinery 1.0 .2 4.4 .8 + 3.4 +337.3
Motor vehicles and motor
vehicle equ ipment .6 .1 .8 .1 t .2 + 29.5
Transportation
equipment .4 .1 .7 .1 + .3 + 80.2
Other durable good:; 8.7 1.7 10.9 .9 + 2.2 + 25.4
Food and kindred
products 8.3 1.6 12.4 2.2 + 4.1 + 49.5
Textile mill products 26.8 5.2 24.1 4.3 2.6 9.8
AppQrel and other
fabricated textile
products 72 1.4 20.1 3.5 + 12.9 + 1803
Printing and publishing
and other allied
products 4.6 .9 6.5 1.1 + 1.9 + 41.0
Chemical and allied
products 21.3 4.1 31.7 5.6 + 10.3 + 48.5
Other nondurable goods 7.0 1.4 8.3 1.5 + 1.3 + 18.6
Total! 127.7 24.7 164.9 29.0 +37.2 + 29.1
'Because of rounding-. some totals may not {Qual the sum of the itemfi listed.
Source: (17),
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Table 27. Employment in manufacturing, by industry group, Appa-
lachian Region, 1950 and 1960
---- -_ .. _-- -----
Change
1950 1960 1950 to 1960
Industry group
. ------ _.,
Share of Share of
Number civilian Number civilian
employed labor force employed labor force Amount Rate
1,000 Percent 1,000 Percent 1,000 Percent
Furniture, lumber and
wood products 134.3 2.6 118.2 2.2 161 12.0
Metal industries 366.4 70 402.5 7.6 + 361 ~ 9.9
Machinery, except
electrical 60.8 1.2 74.4 1.4 + 13.5 ~ 22.2
Electrica I machinery 70.4 1.4 94.4 1.8 + 24.1 + 34.2
Motor vehicles and motor
vehicle equipment 83 .2 14.3 .3 + 6.0 + 72.9
Transportation
equipment 190 .4 50.1 1.0 + 311 + 164.1
Other durable goods 122.1 2.3 129.2 2.4 + 7.1 + 5.8
Food and kindred
products 82.0 1.6 113.8 2.2 + 31.9 + 389
Textile mill products 195.7 3.8 176.9 3.3 188 9.6
Apparel and other
fabricated textile
products 104.4 20 148.7 28 + 443 + 424
Printing and publishing
and other allied
products 41.5 .8 57.2 1.1 + 15.7 + 37.8
Chemical and allied
products 80.7 1.5 104.6 2.0 + 239 + 29.6
Other nondurable goads 95.0 1.8 108.9 2.1 + 13.8 + 14.5
------
TataJl 1,380.6 26.4 1,593.2 30.1 + 12.7 + 15.4
lBecaU5e of rounding, some ~otaIs may not eQual the sum of the items listed.
Source: (17).
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Table 28. Employment in all trade and service industries in the
Upper Cumberland Area, by counties, Tennessee, Appa-
lachia, and United States, 1950 and 1960
_ ...__ ..._-_ ..-----
1950 to 1960
1950 1960 Change
County area
---~.----_. ---- Share o{-Share of
Number civilian Number civilian
employed labor force employed labor force Amount Rate
- ----.- Percent---·· Percent Percent
Cannon 776 237 1,040 30.3 + 264 +340
Clay 584 23.4 640 26.5 + 56 + 9.6
Cumberland 1,784 33.1 2,390 43.6 + 606 +34.0
De Kalb 912 22.8 1,271 30.0 + 359 +39.4
Fentress 842 23.0 1,162 32.0 + 320 +38.0
Jackson 747 19.8 921 294 + 174 +23.3
Macon 959 22.0 1,390 29.1 + 431 +44.9
Morgan 1,326 31.9 1,439 399 + 113 + 85
Overton 1,190 22.0 1,491 29.5 + 301 +25.3
Pickett 277 20.4 356 22.8 + 79 +285
Putnam 3,859 41.3 5,047 48.3 -+ 1,188 +308
Scott 1,434 33.0 1,620 42.5 + 186 -\-13.0
Smith 1,283 28.1 1,456 32.6 + 173 + 13.5
Trousdale 557 29.7 707 36.4 + 150 +26.0
White 1,394 27.4 1,811 33.0 + 417 +29.9~------ --_ ...-
Upper Cumber-
land Area 17,924 28.4 22,741 35.8 +4,817 +26.9
- -----_. ----_._._--- -
(1,000) (1,000) (1,000)
Tennessee 553.0 46.8 680.3 52.8 + 127.3 +23.0
Total Appalachia 2,213.6 42.4 2,555.0 48.2 + 341.4 + 15.4
United States 30,327.3 51.3 38,306.3 56.2 + 7,979.0 +26.3
Source: (17).
72
Table 29. Employment in trades and services, by industry group,
Upper Cumberland Area, 1950 and 1960
Change
1950 1960 1950 to 1960
Share of Share --Of
--------------~---- -
Industry group
Number civilian Number civilian
employed labor force employed labor force Amount Rate
--~--_._""----~-- - Percent--- ·------------percent----- -------- _ ..-Percent
Public utilities 2,388 3.8 2,224 3.5 164 - 6.9
Wholesale trade 599 0.9 921 1.5 + 322 +53.8
Retail trade 5,293 8.4 6,962 11.0 + 1,669 +31.5
Finance, insurance and
real estate 402 0.6 726 1.1 + 324 +80.6
Professiona I and related
services 3,616 5.7 4,850 7.6 + 1,234 +34.1
Public administration 1,384 2.2 1,707 2.7 + 323 +23.3
Other services 3,080 4.9 3,963 6.2 + 883 +28.7
Industry not reported 1,162 1.8 1,388 2.2 + 226 + 19.4
-- -~-----_._--- - -------_ ...-
Total 17,924 28.4 22,741 35.8 +4,817 +26.9
Source: (17).
Table 30. Employment in trades and services, by industry group,
Appalachian portion of Tennessee, 1950 and 1960
Change
1950 1960 1950 to 1960
Industry group
--------------
Share of
----------
Share of
Number civil1an Number civWan
employed labor force employed labor force Amount Rate
1,000 Percent 1,000 Percent 1,000 Percent
Public uti Iities 29.7 5.7 30.0 5.3 + .3 + 1.1
Wholesale trade 11.6 2.2 13.8 2.4 + 2.2 + 18.9
Retail trade 65.3 12.6 74.7 13.2 + 9.5 + 14.5
Finance, insurance and
real estate 8.7 1.7 13.9 2.4 + 5.2 +60.0
Professiona I and related
services 35.8 6.9 55.1 9.7 + 19.3 +54.1
Public administration 14.7 2.8 16.2 2.9 + 1.5 + 105
Other services 41.6 8.0 48.0 8.4 + 6.4 + 15.4
Industry not reported 9.6 1.9 19.1 3.4 + 9.5 +98.2
TotaJl 216.8 41.8 270.8 47.7 +53.9 +24.9
- - ---------
lBecause of rounding, some tctals may not E<1t<al th(' sum of the items listed.
SOlirce : (17).
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Table 31. Employment in trades and services, by industry group,
Appalachian Region, 1950 and 1960
1950 1960
Industry group Share of Share of
Number civilian Number civilian
employed labor force employed labor force
- - 1~ Percent-~---Perc,,;;-t-
382.3 7.3 343.2 6.5
114.0 2.2 126.3 2.4
653.2 12.5 699.2 13.2
Public utilities
Wholesale trade
Retail trade
Finance, insurance
and real estate 96.9 1.8 133.1 2.5
Professional and
related services 359.5 6.9 528.9 10.0
Public administration 153.9 3.0 184.8 3.5
Other services 382.7 7.3 392.9 7.4
Industry not reported 71.1 1.4 146.5 2.8
--_.-_.,-----
TotaJl 2,213.6 42.4 2,555.0 48.2
.__ ._._.~- -------- ._---_ ..... ,-----
Change
1950 to 1960
Amount
1,000
-. 39.0
+ 12.2
t 46.0
t 36.3
+ 169.8
+ 31.0
+ 10.2
+ 75.4
+341.4
lBecam;e of rounding, ::iump totals n~ay Hot t.qual the sum vf the itemi::i listed.
Source: (17).
Rate
- Percent
10.2
+ 10.7
t 7.0
t 37.4
+ 47.1
+ 20.1
+ 2.7
+106.1
+ 15.4
Table 32. Population change in the Upper Cumberland Area, by
counties, Tennessee, Appalachia, and United States,
1950 to 1960
Change Net civilian migration
County area 1960 1950-t01960
_._----
1950 to 1960
Population Am')''-''t Rate Amount 'Percent
Connon 8,537 637 - 6.9 1,372 -15.0
Cloy 7,289 1,412 16.2 2,335 -26.8
Cumberland 19,135 258 + 1.4 3,167 --16.8
De Kalb 10,774 906 7.8 -- 1,996 -17.1
Fentress 13,288 1,629 - 10.9 4,313 28.9
Jackson 9,233 3,115 ·25.2 4,282 34.7
Macon 12,197 - 1,402 10.3 2,769 -20.4
Morgan 14,304 1,423 - 9.0 3,520 '22.4
Overton 14,661 2,905 --16.5 4,815 27.4
Pickett 4,431 662 13.0 1,325 26.0
Putnam 29,236 633 2.1 4,276 14.3
Scott 15,413 1,949 11.2 - 4,893 -28.2
Smith 12,059 2,039 -14.5 3,124 -22.2
Trousd:Jle 4,914 606 11.0 1,113 -20.2
White 15,577 627 3.9 2,449 -15.1
Upper Cumber-
land Area 191,048 --19,687 9.3 - 45,7 49 - 21.7
-------
(1,000) (1,000) (1,000)
Tennessee 3,567.1 + 275.4 + 8.4 256.7 - 7.8
Total Appalachia 15,033 223.8
--------------
+ + 1.5 -- 1,841.5 -12.4
United StotES
---_._-_.,-'------ -------- --------- - .'-----------
179,326 +28,628.3 + 18.5
Source: (17) .
_ ..._---_.- - --'- - - ---,---------- .
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Table 33. Population by age group for the Upper Cumberland
Area, by counties, Tennessee, Appalachia, and United
States, 1950 and 1960
County area
Cannan
Clay
Cumberland
De Kalb
Fentress
Jackson
Macon
Morgan
Overton
Pickett
Putnam
Scott
Smith
Trousdale
White
Upper Cumber-
land Area
Tennessee
Total Appalachia
----, -- ---
United States
Sou l'ce : (17).
Table 34.
Less than 18 years --------f8 tOo64 years
1950 1960
3,396
3,766
8,423
4,132
7,178
5,019
4,982
6,685
7,201
2,265
10,765
8,102
4,754
1,904
6,225
84,797
(1,000)
1,150
5,153
46,716
2,895
2,821
7,969
3,681
5,882
3,248
4,209
5,821
5,523
1,765
9,817
6,873
3,896
1,668
5,644
71,712
(1,000)
1,314
5,477
64,199
1950 1960
4,940
4,343
9,222
6,492
6,904
6,379
7,421
8,099
8,979
2,493
16,924
8,218
8,016
3,113
8,582
110,125
_ ...----------
(1,000)
1,907
8,569
91,624
4,744
3,762
9,411
5,799
6,330
4,884
6,612
7,301
7,548
2,253
16,419
7,341
6,614
2,638
8,177
99,833
(1,000)
1,944
8,170
98,629
Over 64 years
1950 1960
838
592
1,232
1,056
835
950
1,196
943
1,386
335
2,180
1,042
1,328
503
1,397
15,813
898
706
1,755
1,294
1,076
1,101
1,376
1,182
1,590
413
3,000
1,199
1,549
608
1,756
19,503
(1,000)
235
1,087
12,357
(1,00C)
309
1,385
16,498
Distribution of the population by age graup for the Upper
Cumberland Area, by counties, Tennessee, Appalachia,
and United States, 1950 and 1960
."- -----------_._-
18 years 18 to 64 yearsLess than Over 64 years
------_._--- 19To--- 'T960County area 1950 1960 1950 1960
-------------- --------- ---------- Percent -
Cannon 37.0 33.9 53.9 55.6 9.1 10.5
Clay 43.3 38.7 49.9 51.6 6.8 9.7
Cumberland 44.6 41.6 48.9 49.2 6.5 9.2
De Kalb 35.4 34.2 55.6 53.8 9.0 12.0
Fentres, 48.1 44.3 46.3 47.6 5.6 8.1
Jacksun 40.6 35.2 51.7 52.9 7.7 1I.9
Macon 36.6 34.5 54.6 54.2 8.8 113
Morgan 42.5 40.7 51.5 51.0 6.0 8.3
Overton 41.0 37.7 51.1 51.5 7.9 10.8
Pickett 44.5 39.8 48.9 50.9 6.6 9.3
Putnam 36.0 33.6 56.7 56.2 73 10.2
Scott 46.7 44.6 47.3 47.6 6.0 7.8
Smith 33.7 32.3 56.9 54.9 9.4 12.8
Trausd~le 34.5 33.9 56.4 53.7 9.1 12.4
White 38.4 36.2 53.0 52.5 8.6 11.3
Upper Cumberland
Area 40.2 37.5 52.3 52.3 7.5 10.2
----------_. - --_ ..._----------- ------ --------
Tennessee 35.0 36.8 57.9 54.5 7.1 8.7
Total Appalachia 34.8 36.4 57.9 54.3 7.3 9.2
United States
--------- -------- --------
31.0 35.8 60.8 55.0 8.2 9.2
Souree : (17),
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Table 35. Civilian labor force change in the Upper Cumberland
Area, by counties, Tennessee, Appalachia, and United
States, 1950 to 1960
1960 civilian Change 1950 to 1960
County area labor force Amount Rate
N"-mber Number Percent
Cannan 3,438 + 163 + 5.0
Clay 2,416 85 3.4
Cumberland 5,480 + 98 + 1.8
De Kalb 4,232 + 238 + 6.0
Fentress 3,629 25 0.7
Jackson 3,129 649 -17.2
Macon 4,784 + 417 + 9.5
Margan 3,605 546 -13.2
Overton 5,046 359 - 6.6
Pickett 1,564 + 203 + 14.9
Putnam 10,451 +1,111 + 11.9
Scott 3,812 529 -12.2
Smith 4,463 109 2.4
Trousdale 1,943 + 68 + 3.6
White 5,485 + 389 + 7.6
Upper Cumberland Area 63,477 + 385 + 0.6
----------
- - ------ ---
(1,000) (1,000)
Tennessee 1,289.4 + 107.3 + 9.1
Total Appalachia 5,294.9 + 71.8 + 1.4
United States
-------_._---- ------------
68,144.1 +9,072.4 + 15.4
-_._-------~_._-_._----~. __ ._-
Source: (17).
Table 36. Civilian labor force as a percentage of the total popu-
lation for the Upper Cumberland Area, Tennessee,
Appalachia, and United States, 1950 and 1960
1950
Percent -
Cannan
Clay
Cumberland
De Kalb
Fentress
Jackson
Macon
Margan
Overton
Pickett
Putnam
Scott
Smith
Trousdale
White
Upper Cumberland Area
35.7
28.7
28.5
34.2
24.5
30.6
32.1
26.4
30.8
26.7
31.3
25.0
32.4
34.0
31.4
29.9
35.9
35.3
39.2
40.3
33.1
28.6
39.3
27.3
33.9
39.2
25.2
34.4
35.3
35.7
24.7
37.0
39.5
35.2
33.2
-- -- -------------------- ._-----~------
36.1
35.2
38.0
Tennessee
Total Appalachia
--------
United States
Souree: (17).
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Table 37. Unemployment in the Upper Cumberland Area, by
counties, Tennessee, Appalachia, and United States,
1950 and 1960
County area
Connon
Cloy
Cumberland
De Kalb
Fentress
Jackson
Macon
Morgan
Overton
Pickett
Putnam
Scott
Smith
Trousdale
White
Upper Cumberland Area
Tennessee
Total Appalachia
------- --
United States
Sou rce: (17) .
---_._-----_ ... -------------------- Ni.i"mber
Unemployed
.~-f950 ----1960~-
Share of civiHan
labor force
1950 1960
- - Percent -
63 lIS 1.9 3.3
42 60 1.7 2.5
244 370 4.5 6.8
54 220 1.4 5.2
85 305 2.3 8.4
52 116 1.4 3.7
78 275 1.8 5.7
217 354 5.2 9.8
141 394 2.6 7.8
6 102 0.4 6.5
378 634 4.0 6.1
247 320 5.7 8.4
24 151 0.5 3.4
41 37 2.2 1.9
171 314 3.4 5.7
1,843 3,767 2.9 5.9
(1,000) (1,000)
46.4 67.1 3.9 5.2
263.9 368.0 5.1 7.0
2,832.2 3,504.8 4.8 5.1
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Table 38. Total and per capita income for the Upper Cumberland
Area, by counties, Tennessee, Appalachia, and United
States, 1962
-------
Total personal Per capita
County area income personal income
---- --------
1,000 dollars dollars
Connon 11,905 1,280
Cloy 6,544 869
Cumberland 20,006 1,025
De Kolb 12,985 1,301
Fentress 1:1,154 863
Jackson 8,921 976
Macon 12,974 1,083
Morgan 11,457 765
Overton 14,555 950
Pickett 4,480 1,054
Putnam 36,316 1,170
Scott 14,937 907
Smith 14,243 1,171
Trousdale 6,391 1,191
White 18,072 1,129
Upper Cumberland Area 205,130 1,049
-- ------_. ---~-
Tennessee 6,185,000 1,694
Total Appa lochia 1 38,140,000 1,617
United States' 331,697,000 1,850
lData for Appalachia-·-~~ndthe United States are for H'{"iO.
Source: Corry. Ormond C. and Price, Patricia Ann. Comparativ(' Economic Growth Measures-
Population and Personal Income Estimates for Tennessee Counties. 1950 Throu~h 1962. May,
1964, Bureau of Business ano Economi(' Research, College of RllSinf'ss AoministratioTI, llnivprsity
of Tennessee, Knoxville, Tf'nnE'ssf'E', and 17.
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Table 39. Projected 1970 and 1975 population, personal income,
and per capita personal income for the Upper Cumber-
land Area, by counties, and Tennessee
County area
Cannon
Clay
Cumberland
De Kalb
Fentress
Jackson
Macon
Morgan
Overton
Pickett
Putnam
Scott
Smith
Trousdale
White
Upper Cumber-
land Area
1970
8,484
6,745
19,794
9,960
13,225
7,785
11,295
13,714
14,119
3,869
29,959
14,984
11,163
4,727
15,430
Population
1975
8,628
6,707
20,355
10,046
13,490
7,518
11,286
13,782
14,244
3,821
30,827
15,077
11,143
4,720
15,637
1970
14,000
8,000
29,000
18,000
18,000
9,000
16,000
13,000
19,000
6,000
56,000
18,000
15,000
8,000
22,000
Total personal
income
1975
19-62 dolla rs
1,000
18,000
9,000
36,000
23,000
23,000
11,000
19,000
15,000
24,000
8,000
72,000
21,000
17,000
9,000
26,000
Perea-ii"ita
personal income
1,650
1,186
1,465
1,807
1,361
1,156
1,417
948
1,346
1,551
1,869
1,201
1,344
1,692
1,426
1970 1975
1962 dollars
2,086
1,347,
1,769
2,289
1,705
1,463
1,684
1,088
1,685
2,094
2,336
1,393
1,526
1,907
1,663
185,253 187,281 269,000 331,000 1,428 1,735
------ ---------------- ---- - --
":C=-=u--nr-~,--:s-:s--ec;"~o-r-ry-,-COo-r-n-,~,:-~0~d5~:~'~~Pr~~:'-W~~~c~aA ':'4( ~~~~rati~eO'I~:~~~~cO Gro2~:h~~eas:r:~
Population and Personal Income Estimates for Tennessee Counties. 1950 Through 1962, May,
1964, Bureau of Business and Economic Research, College of Business Administrati(ln, Univprsity
of Tenn(>ssPf>, Knoxville, Tennessee.
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